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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 


Executive Order 11389 


PLACING AN ADDITIONAL POSITION IN LEVEL IV OF THE FEDERAL 
EXECUTIVE SALARY SCHEDULE 
By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 5317 of title 5 of 
the United States Code, as amended, and as President of the United 
States, section 1 of Executive Order No. 11248 of October 10, 1965, 
as amended, is further amended by adding thereto the following: 
(7) Director, Office of Foreign Direct Investments, Department of 
Commerce. 


Tue Wuire Hovssr, 
January 22, 1968. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-943 ; Filed, Jan. 22, 1968 ; 1: 33 p.m.] 
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THE PRESIDENT 


Executive Order 11390 


DELEGATION OF CERTAIN FUNCTIONS OF THE PRESIDENT TO THE 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 


By virtue of the authority vested in me by section 301 of title 3 of 
the United States Code, and as President of the United States, it is 
ordered as follows: 


Secrion 1. The Secretary of Defense, and, as designated by the 
said Secretary for this purpose, any of the Secretaries, Under Secre- 
taries, and Assistant Secretaries of the military departments, are 
hereby designated and empowered to perform the following-described 
functions of the President without the approval, ratification, or other 
action of the President: 


(1) The authority vested in the President by section 3539(a) of 
title 10, United States Code, to detail not more than five commissioned 
officers of the Army Medical Service for duty with the Service to the 
Armed Forces Division of the American National Red Cross. 


(2) The authority vested in the President by sections 3293 and 8293 
of title 10, United States Code, to prescribe an examination concern- 
ing the moral, mental, and physical qualifications of chaplains. 


(3) The authority vested in the President by sections 3313 and 8313 
of title 10, United States Code, to suspend, in time of war or emer- 
gency, any provision of law relative to the promotion or mandatory 
retirement or separation of Regular Army and Regular Air Force 
commissioned officers. 


(4) The authority vested in the President by sections 565, 599, 3450, 
and 8450 of title 10, United States Code, to suspend, in time of war 
or emergency, any provision of law relative to promotion and manda- 
tory retirement or separation of warrant officers of the armed forces. 


(5) The authority vested in the President by sections 4337 and 9337 
of title 10, United States Code, to appoint the chaplains at the United 
States Military and Air Force Academies. 


(6) The authority vested in the President by sections 4302(a) and 
9302(a) of title 10, United States Code, to approve regulations con- 
cerning instruction of enlisted members of the Army and Air Force. 


(7) The authority vested in the President by sections 3611 and 8611 
of title 10, United States Code, to prescribe the uniform of the Army 
and the Air Force. 


(8) The authority vested in the President by sections 5139 and 5149 
of title 10, United States Code, relating to the retirement of the Chief 
of the Medical Service Corps, the Deputy Judge Advocate General, 
and the Assistant Judge Advocate General, of the Navy. 


(9) The authority vested in the President by section 6394(e) of title 
10, United States Code, to approve or disapprove, in whole or in part, 
recommendations of boards convened to consider and recommend flag 
and general officers of the Navy and Marine Corps for retirement. 


(10) The authority vested in the President by section 2102(a) of 
title 10, United States Code, to prescribe regulations governing the 
establishment and maintenance of senior reserve officers’ Training 
Corps units at civilian educational institutions. 

(11) The authority vested in the President by section 123 of title 
10, and section 111 of title 32, United States Code, to suspend in time 
of war or national emergency those provisions cited therein relating 
to promotion of reserve officers. 

(12) The authority vested in the President by section 6398 of title 
10, United States Code, to retire certain women officers of the Navy 
and the Marine Corps. 
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THE PRESIDENT 


_ (13) The authority vested in the President by section 6223(b) of 
title 10, United States Code, relating to members of the Marine Corps 
Band. 


(14) The authority vested in the President by section 425 of title 
37, United States Code, to approve concert tours of the Navy Band 
and the Marine Corps Band. 


Sec. 2. All actions heretofore taken by or for the President with 
respect to the matters affected by this order and in force and effect 
at the time of the issuance of this order, including any regulations 
prescribed or approved by the President with respect to such matters, 
shall, except as they may be inconsistent with the provisions of this 
order, remain in force and effect until amended, modified, or revoked 
pursuant to the authority conferred by this order. 


Tue Wuirte Hovse 


January 22, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-944 ; Filed, Jan. 22, 1968; 1: 33 p.m.] 
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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 


Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 


PART 754—ADVERSE ACTIONS BY 
THE COMMISSION 


PART 771—EMPLOYEE GRIEVANCES 
AND ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 


Miscellaneous Amendments; 
Correction 


Items 3 and 4 of F.R. Doc. 68-458 
appearing in the FrepErRAL REGISTER of 
January 11, 1968, on pages 401 and 402 
are corrected as set forth below: 

3. Section 754.101 is amended as set 
out below. 


§ 754.101 


(a) Coverage. This part sets forth the 
procedures to be followed when the Di- 
rector of the Commission’s Bureau of 
Personnel Investigations or his designee 
(referred to in this part as the Di- 
rector), acting under authority of § 5.4 
or § 731.302(b) of this chapter, instructs 
an agency to remove or take other disci- 
plinary action against an employee in 
the competitive service who was ap- 
pointed subject to investigation under 
§ 731.301 of this chapter and who has 
currently served more than 1 year under 
other than a temporary appointment 
with a definite time limitation. 


(5 U.S.C. 1302, 3301, 3302, 7701; E.O. 10577, 
19 F.R. 7521, 3 CFR 1954-58 Comp., p. 218; 
E.O. 10987, 27 F.R. 550, 3 CFR 1959-63 Comp., 
p. 519) 


4. Section 771.204 is amended by 
changing subparagraph (1) of para- 
graph (a) and subparagraph (2) of 
paragraph (b), and adding a new sub- 
paragraph (7) to paragraph (b) as set 
out below. 


Scope. 


§ 771.204 Employee coverage. 


(a) Employees covered. Except as pro- 
vided in paragraphs (b) and (c) of this 
section, this subpart applies to: 

(1) (i) Any career, career-conditional, 
overseas limited, indefinite, or term em- 
ployee, or any employee serving under 
a career or limited executed assignment, 
in a competitive position who is not serv- 
ing a probationary or trial period, and 
(ii) any employee serving in a competi- 
tive position who has completed 1 year 
of current continuous employment ex- 
cept one serving under a temporary 
appointment with a definite time limita- 
tion; and 


* * - . € 


(b) Employees not covered. This sub- 
part does not apply to: 


* * > > * 


No. 16——-2 


(2) An employee occupying a compet- 
itive position under a temporary appoint- 
ment with a definite time limitation; 

* * > a + 

(7) An employee who has not com- 
pleted 1 year of current continuous em- 
ployment and is serving under a special 
tenure appointment, a TAPER appoint- 
ment, a temporary appointment of in- 
definite duration in the postal field 
service or as a status quo employee. 

(5 U.S.C. 1302, 3301, 3302, 7301, 7701; E.O. 
10577, 19 F.R. 7521, 3 CFR 1954-58 Comp., 
p. 218; E.O. 10988, 27 F.R. 551, 3 CFR 1959-63 
Comp., p. 521) 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV- 
IcE COMMISSION, 


[SEAL] JAMEs C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-882; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter Vil—Agricultural Stabiliza- 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart- 
ment of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 

AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 
PART 723—CIGAR-FILLER (TYPE 41) 
TOBACCO 


Subpart—Cigar-Filler (Type 41) To- 
bacco Allotment Regulations, 1968— 
69 Marketing Year 


GENERAL 
Sec. 
723.51 
723.52 
723.53 


Basis and purpose. 

Definitions. 

Extent of determinations, computa- 
tions, and rule for rounding frac- 
tions. 


723.54 Instructions and forms. 


HARVESTED ACREAGE, ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS, AND 
NORMAL YIELDS FOR OLD FARMS 


723.55 Determination of tobacco harvested 
acreage for old farms. 
Determination of preliminary acre- 
age allotments for old farms. 
Old farm tobacco acreage allotment. 
Adjustment of acreage allotments 
for old farms, correction of errors 
in old farm allotments, and allot- 
ments for overlooked old farms. 
Reallocation and release and reap- 
portionment of allotments de- 
termined for farms acquired by 
an agency having the right of 
eminent domain. 
Farms divided or combined. 
Determination of normal yields for 
old farms. 


723.56 


723.57 
723.58 


723.59 


723.60 
723.61 


ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS AND NORMAL YIELDS FOR 
New FarRMs 
Sec. 
723.62 Determination of acreage allotments 
for new farms. 
Determination of normal yields for 
new farms. 


723.63 


MISCELLANEOUS 


723.64 Approval of determinations made 
under §§ 723.51 through 723.63 
and notices of farm acreage allot- 
ment. 

Application for review. 

Lease and transfer of tobacco : 
age allotment. 


723.65 
723.66 


AuTHoRITY: The provisions of this subpart 
issued under secs. 301, 313, 316, 317, 363, 375 
377, 378, 52 Stat. 38, as amended, 47, as 
amended, 63, as amended, 66, as amended, 
70 Stat. 206, as amended, 72 Stat. 995, as 
amended, 75 Stat. 469, as amended; secs. 106, 
112, 70 Stat. 191, 195, as amended; sec. 101, 
76 Stat. 606; 7 U.S.C. 1301, 1313, 1314b, 1314c 
1363, 1375, 1377, 1378, 1824, 1836, 16 U.S.C 
590p, Public Law 90-106 (approved Oct. 12 
1967). 


GENERAL 
§ 723.51 Basis and purpose. 
(a) The regulations contained in 


$§ 723.51 through 723.66 are issued pur- 
suant to the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938, as amended, and govern the 
establishment of 1968 farm acreage al- 
lotments and normal yields for cigar- 
filler (type 41) tobacco. The purpose of 
the regulations in §§ 723.51 through 
723.66 is to provide the procedure for 
allocating, on an acreage basis, the na- 
tional marketing quota for cigar-filler 
(type 41) tobacco for the 1968-69 mar- 
keting year among farms and for de- 
termining normal yields. Prior to pre- 
paring the regulations in §§ 723.51 
through 1723.66, public notice (32 F.R. 
15546) was given in accordance with 5 
U.S.C. 553. No data, views, or recom- 
mendations pertaining to the regulations 
in §§ 723.51 through 723.66 were sub- 
mitted pursuant to such notice. 

(b) The determination of tobacco his- 
tory acreages and 1968 preliminary 
acreage allotments is required to be un- 
dertaken immediately in order to timely 
establish farm acreage allotments and 
such work cannot be done until the regu- 
lations of this part become effective 
Therefore, it is hereby found and de- 
termined that compliance with the 30- 
day effective date provision of 5 U.S.C. 
553 is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest and the regulations of 
this part shall become effective upon the 
date of publication in the Ferperar 
REGISTER. 


§ 723.52 Definitions. 


As used in this subpart and in all 
instructions, forms and documents in 
connection therewith, the words and 
phrases defined in this section shall have 
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the meanings herein assigned to them 
unless the context or subject matter 
otl.erwise requires. References contained 
herein to other parts of this chapter or 
title shall be construed as references to 
such parts and amendments now in effect 
or later issued. 

(a) The provisions of Part 718 and 719 
of this chapter, including definitions, are 
hereby incorporated in the regulations of 
this part unless the context or subject 
matter or the provisions of the regula- 
tions of this part otherwise require. 

(b) “Base period’? means the five cal- 
endar years immediately preceding the 
year for which farm acreage allotments 
are currently being established. 

(c) “Current year” means the calen- 
dar year for which acreage allotments 
are being established, or tobacco har- 
vested acreage and-normal yields are 
being determined. 

(d) “New farm” means a farm for 
which a tobacco allotment is established 
in the current year and for which there 
is no tobacco harvested acreage in the 
base period. 

(e) “Old farm” means a farm for 
which there was tobacco harvested 
acreage in one or more years of the base 
period. 

(f) “Tobacco” means cigar-filler to- 
bacco, type 41, that type of cigar-leaf 
tobacco commonly known as Pennsyl- 
vania Seedleaf, Pennsylvania Broadleaf, 
Pennsylvania filler type, or Lancaster 
and York County filler type, and pro- 
duced principally in Lancaster County, 
Pa., and the adjoining counties, as classi- 
fied in Service and Regulatory An- 
nouncement No. 118 (Part 30 of this 
title) of the former Bureau of Agricul- 
tural Economics of the United States 
Department of Agriculture. Tobacco 
which has similar appearance and 
growth characteristics while growing in 
a field on a farm, or any cured tobacco 
that has the same characteristics and 
corresponding qualities, colors, and 
lengths shall be considered such kind and 
type, regardless of any factors of his- 
torical or geographical nature which 
cannot be determined by examination of 
the tobacco. The term “tobacco” shall 
include all leaves harvested, including 
trash. 


§ 723.53 Extent of determinations, com- 
putations and rule for rounding 
fractions. 

Farm acreage allotments shall be de- 
termined in hundreths and any allot- 
ment of less than 0.01 acre shall be in- 
creased to 0.01 acre. Computations shall 
be carried to two decimal places beyond 
the number of decimal places required, 
and digits of 50 or less beyond the re- 
quired number of decimal places shall be 
dropped; if 51 or more, the last required 
decimal place shall be increased by 1. 
For example, 2.5536 equals 2.55; 2.5550 
equals 2.55; 2.5551 equals 2.56; 2.5582 
equals 2.56; and 0.0001 equals 0.01. 


§ 723.54 Instructions and forms. 


The Director shall cause to be prepared 
and issued such forms as are necessary, 
and shall cause to be prepared such in- 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


structions with respect to internal man- 
agement as are necessary, for carrying 
out the regulations in this part. The 
forms and instructions shall be approved 
by and the instructions shall be issued by 
the Deputy Administrator for State and 
County Operations of the Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conservation Service. 


HARVESTED ACREAGE, ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 
AND NORMAL YIELDS FOR OLD FARMS 


§ 723.55 Determination of tobacco har- 
vested acreage for old farms. 


(a) The county committee shall deter- 
mine from the best available data the 
acreage of tobacco harvested on each old 
tobacco farm for each of the 5 years, 
1963-67. Data for making such deter- 
minations shall be taken from county 
office records, producers’ records, pro- 
ducers’ reports, estimates of other per- 
sons having knowledge of tobacco pro- 
duced on the farm, and any other infor- 
mation available. 

(b) The tobacco harvested acreage 
shall include the acreage from which 
tobacco was harvested, acreage regarded 
as planted to tobacco under the conser- 
vation programs and practices and acre- 
age planted to tobacco as described in 
paragraph (c) of this section. For farms 
under a conservation contract or agree- 
ment during any year of the base period 
for which no allotment was established, 
the tobacco harvested acreage shall be 
the larger of (1) the planted acreage, or 
(2) the average acreage devoted to tobac- 
co during the soil bank base period or 
conserving base period, as applicable. If 
the farm was under a cropland adjust- 
ment program agreement during any 
year of the base period, the tobacco 
harvested acreage shall be the larger of: 
(3) The planted acreage, or (4) the non- 
allotment base acreage (see § 751.108 (31 
F.R. 3483, as amended)) designated un- 
der the agreement, not to exceed the 
tobacco acreage as determined or com- 
puted for the farm for the year immedi- 
ately preceding the year of the cropland 
adjustment program agreement. The to- 
bacco acreage to be regarded as devoted 
to tobacco during the 1965 crop shall be 
that acreage determined in accordance 
with Part 719 of this chapter, using the 
1965 allotment as a basis for the deter- 
mination of credits. 

(c) The 1965 tobacco harvested acre- 
age shall be the same as the 1965 allot- 
ment if as much as 75 percent of the 
1965 allotment was planted, or con- 
sidered planted under paragraph (b) of 
this section. If less than 75 percent of 
the 1965 allotment was planted, or con- 
sidered planted, the 1965 tobacco har- 
vested acreage shall be the acreage 
planted. The tobacco harvested acreage 
for 1965 shall be zero for a farm for 
which no 1965 allotment was determined. 

(d) In determining the tobacco har- 
vested acreage for 1963, 1964, 1966, and 
1967, the county committee shall make 
due allowances for drought, flood, hail, 
and other abnormal weather conditions 
and plant bed and other diseases, after 
application of the provisions of para- 
graph (b) of this section. 
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§ 723.56 Determination of preliminary 
acreage allotments for old farms. 


(a) The preliminary allotment for an 
old farm shall be the larger of the 
following: 

(1) The average acreage of tobacco 
harvested on the farm during the base 
period (1963-67), or 

(2) The average acreage of tobacco 
harvested on the farm in the three 
preceding years (1965-67). 

(b) Notwithstanding the foregoing 
provisions of this section, no 1968 farm 
tobacco preliminary allotment (or 1968 
farm tobacco acreage allotment) shall 
be determined for any land which the 
county committee determines has 
become devoted to commercial or resi- 
dential development or other nonagri- 
cultural purposes, was not and could not 
have been acquired under the right of 
eminent domain by the person or agency 
that did acquire it, and is retired from 
agricultural production: Provided, That 
this paragraph shall not preclude the 
determination of a preliminary acreage 
allotment (or allotment) for (1) an old 
farm returned to agricultural production 
if the allotment for the retired land was 
not allocated to other land in the farm of 
which the retired land was a part, or 
(2) a farm for which an acreage allot- 
ment may be determined under the pro- 
visions of § 723.59: And provided fur- 
ther, That the provisions of this para- 
graph shall not preclude the allocation 
of the allotment for the retired land to 
other land contained in the farm of 
which the retired land was a part pur- 
suant to Part 719 of this chapter. 


§ 723.57 Old farm tobacco acreage al- 
lotment. 


The preliminary allotments calculated 
for all old farms shall be adjusted uni- 
formly so that the total of such allot- 
ments plus the acreage available 
pursuant to § 723.58 shall not exceed the 
national acreage allotment: Provided, 
That if the acreage allotment determined 
for any farm (except farms operated, 
controlled, or directed by a person who 
also operates, controls, or directs an- 
other farm on which tobacco is pro- 
duced) is less than that acreage which, 
with the normal yield for the farm, 
would produce 2,400 pounds of tobacco, 
then such acreage allotment shall be in- 
creased to the smaller of (a) 120 percent 
thereof, or (b) that acreage which, with 
the normal yield for the farm would pro- 
duce 2,400 pounds of tobacco. 


§ 723.58 Adjustment of acreage allot- 
ments for old farms, correction of 
errors in old farm allotments, and 
allotments for overleoked old farms. 


Notwithstanding the limitations con- 
tained in § 723.57, the individual cur- 
rent year’s farm acreage allotment estab- 
lished for an old farm may be increased 
if the county committee justifies: such 
increase to the satisfaction of a repre- 
sentative of the State committee as 
being necessary to establish an allotment 
for such farm which is fair and equitable 
in relation to the allotments for other old 
farms in the county, on the basis of the 
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past farm acreage and past farm acreage 
allotments for tobacco, making due al- 
lowances for drought, flood, hail, other 
abnormal weather conditions, plant bed 
and other diseases; land, labor and 
equipment available for the production 
of tobacco; crop rotation practices; and 
the soil and other physical factors affect- 
ing the production of tobacco. Not more 
than one percent of the national acreage 
allotment, minus that part of the na- 
tional reserve set aside for establishing 
new farm allotments, shall be made avail- 
able in the State by the State committee, 
with the approval of the Deputy Ad- 
ministrator, for increasing old farm al- 
lotments as above described under this 
section, (a) for adjusting inequities in 
acreage allotments for old farms, (b) for 
correcting errors in old farm allotments, 
and (c) for providing allotments for 
overlooked old farms. The allotment for 
a farm under a conservation program or 
agreement shall be given the same con- 
sideration as the allotments for other 
similar farms under this section. 


§ 723.59 Reallocation and release and 
reapportionment of allotments deter- 
mined for farms acquired by an 
agency having the right of eminent 
domain. 


(a) The determination of allotments 
for farms acquired by an agency having 
the right of eminent domain, the trans- 
fer of such allotment to a pool, and re- 
allocation from the pool shall be ad- 
ministered as provided in Part 719 of 
this chapter. The normal yield for each 
farm to which a reallocation is made as 
provided in this paragraph shall be de- 
termined as provided in § 723.61. For a 
farm for which the 1965 allotment was 
placed in a pool, the 1965 allotment re- 
maining in the pool shall be the 1968 
preliminary allotment. If no 1965 allot- 
ment was or may be computed for the 
farm which was acquired as described 
in this section, and tobacco was planted 
thereon in 1966 or 1967, the 1968 pre- 
liminary allotment shall be determined 
in accordance with § 723.56. 

(b) The displaced owner of a farm 
may, not later than May 1 of the current 
year, release in writing to the county 
committee for the year 1968 all or 
part of the acreage for the farm in a 
pool under Part 719 of this chapter for 
reapportionment for 1968 by the county 
committee to other farms in the county 
having allotments for the same kind of 
tobacco. The county committee may re- 
apportion, not later than June 1 of the 
current year, the released acreage or any 
part thereof to other farms in the county 
on the basis of the past farm acreage 
and past farm acreage allotments of the 
same kind of tobacco, land, labor, equip- 
ment available for the production of such 
kind of tobacco, crop rotation practices, 
and soil and other physical factors affect- 
ing the production of such kind of to- 
bacco. The allotment acreage released 
shall, for tobacco acreage history and 
future allotment purposes, be considered 
to have remained in the pool as though it 
had not been released therefrom. The 
acreage reapportioned to a farm under 
this paragraph shall not be larger than 
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the acreage determined pursuant to Part 
718 of this chapter less the 1968 allot- 
ment for the farm prior to reapportion- 
ment. 


§ 723.60 Farms divided or combined. 


Allotments for farms reconstituted for 
1968 shall be determined in accordance 
with Part 719 of this chapter. 


§ 723.61 Determination of normal yields 
for old farms. 


The normal yield for any old farm shall 
be that yield which the county committee 
determines is normal for the farm tak- 
ing into consideration (a) the yields ob- 
tained on the farm during the period, not 
less than the base period, for which data 
are available; (b) the soil and other 
physical factors affecting the production 
of tobacco on the farm; and (c) the 
yields obtained on other farms in the 
locality which are similar with respect to 
such factors. 


ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS AND NORMAL YIELDS 
For NEw FARMS 


§ 723.62 Determination of acreage allot- 
ments for new farms. 


(a) The acreage allotment, other than 
an allotment made under § 723.59(a), 
for a new farm shall be that acreage 
which the county committee, with ap- 
proval of the State committee, de- 
termines is fair and reasonable for the 
farm taking into consideration the past 
tobacco experience of the farm operator, 
the land, labor and equipment available 
for the production of tobacco; crop rota- 
tion practices; and the soil and other 
physical factors affecting the produc- 
tion of tobacco: Provided, That the acre- 
age allotment so determined shall not 
exceed_50 percent of the average of the 
acreage allotments established for two 
or more but not more than five old to- 
bacco farms which are similar with re- 
spect to land, labor, and equipment avail- 
able for the production of tobacco, crop 
rotation practices, and the soil and other 
physical factors affecting the production 
of tobacco: And provided further, That 
if the acreage planted to tobacco on a 
new tobacco farm is less than 75 percent 
of the tobacco acreage allotment other- 
wise established for the farm pursuant 
to this section, such allotment shall be 
automatically reduced to the planted 
tobacco acreage on the farm. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other pro- 
vision of this section, a tobacco acreage 
allotment shall not be established for 
any new farm unless each of the follow- 
ing conditions has been met: 

(1) The farm shall be operated by the 
owner thereof. A person who owns only 
part of a farm cannot be considered the 
owner of the farm except that both hus- 
band and wife shall be considered the 
owner of the farm if the farm is jointly 
owned by such husband and wife. 

(2) The farm covered by the applica- 
tion shall be the only farm in the United 
States owned or operated by the farm 
operator for which a tobacco acreage al- 
lotment for any kind of tobacco is estab- 
lished for the current crop year. 

(3) The farm shall not have an allot- 
ment for the current year for any kind of 
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tobacco, other than the allotment re- 
quested in the application. 

(4) The available land, type of soil, 
and topography of the land on the farm 
for which the allotment is requested is 
suitable for the production of the kind 
of tobacco requested in the application 
and the production of such kind of to- 
bacco on the farm ordinarily will not re- 
sult in an undue erosion hazard under 
continuous production. 

(5) The operator shall own, or other- 
wise have readily available, adequate 
equipment and other facilities of produc- 
tion (including irrigation water) neces- 
sary to the suécessful production of the 
kind of tobacco requested on the farm. 

(6) The operator expects to obtain, 
during the current year, more than 50 
percent of his income from the produc- 
tion of agricultural commodities or 
products from the farm for which the 
new farm allotment application is filed. 
In making this computation of income 
from the farm, no value will be allowed 
for estimated return from the production 
of the requested allotment. However, in 
addition to the value of agricultural 
products sold from the farm, credit will 
be allowed for the estimated value of 
home gardens, livestock and livestock 
products, poultry, or other agricultural 
products produced for home consump- 
tion or other use on the farm. Where the 
farm operator is a partnership, each 
partner must expect to obtain, during 
the current year, more than 50 percent 
of his income from agricultural com- 
modities or products from the farm; 
where the farm operator is a corporation, 
it must have no major corporate purpose 
other than operation and ownership 
where applicable, of such farm, and the 
officers and general manager of the cor- 
poration must expect to obtain more than 
50 percent of their income, including 
dividends and salary, from the corpora- 
tion. 

(7) The farm operator shall have had 
experience in producing, harvesting, and 
marketing the kind of tobacco requested 
in the application either as a sharecrop- 
per, tenant, or farm operator, during at 
least 2 of the 5 years immediately pre- 
ceding the year for which the new farm 
allotment is requested, except that, if 
the applicant was in the Armed services 
during any part of the 5-year period, the 
experience period shall be expanded year 
for year for each year of military service 
during such 5-year period. The produc- 
tion of tobacco in 1965 of the kind re- 
quested in the application on a farm for 
which no 1965 farm acreage allotment 
for such kind of tobacco was established, 
shall not be deemed as experience in 
growing tobacco for this purpose. 

(8) The farm shall not include land 
returned to agricultural production after 
being acquired by an agency having the 
right of eminent domain if the entire 
tobacco allotment for the land was 
pooled pursuant to Part 719 of this chap- 
ter, until after a date 5 years from the 
date the former owner was displaced 
from the land acquired by eminent 
domain. 

(9) A written application is filed by 
the farm operator at the office of the 
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county committee on or before March 10 
of the current year. 

(10) A farm which includes land 
which has no tobacco acreage allotment 
because the owner did not designate a 
tobacco allotment for such land when 
the parent farm was reconstituted pur- 
suant to Part 719 of this chapter, shall 
not be eligible for a new farm tobacco 
allotment for a period of 5 years begin- 
ning with the year in which the farm 
reconstitution becomes effective. 

(c) The acreage allotments established 
as provided in this section for each kind 
of tobacco shall be subject to such down- 
ward adjustment as is necessary to bring 
such allotments in line with the total 
acreage available for allotment to all new 
farms. A reserve acreage of not more 
than one percent of the national acreage 
allotment for the current year, minus 
that part of such reserve acreage set 
aside (1) for adjusting inequities in acre- 
age allotments for old farms, (2) for 
correcting errors in old farm allotments, 
and (3) for providing allotments for 
overlooked old farms, shall be available 
for establishing allotments for new 
farms. 

(d) Any new farm allotment approved 
under §§ 723.51 through 1723.63 which 
was determined by the county committee 
on the basis of incorrect information 
knowingly furnished the county com- 
mittee by the applicant for the new farm 
allotment shall be cancelled by the 
county committee as of the date 
established. 


§ 723.63 Determination of normal yields 
for new farms. 


The normal yield for a new farm shall 
be that yield per acre which the county 
committee determines is normal for the 
farm as compared with yields for other 
farms in the locality on which the soil 
and other physical factors affecting the 
production of tobacco are similar. 


MISCELLANEOUS 


§ 723.64 Approval of determinations 
made under §§ 723.51 through 
723.63 and notices of farm acreage 
allotment. 


(a) All farm acreage allotments and 
yields shall be determined by the county 
committee of the county in which the 
farm is located and shall be reviewed 
by a representative of the State com- 
mittee. The State committee may revise 
o> require revision of any determination 
made under §§ 723.51 through 1723.63. 
All acreage allotments and yields shall 
be approved by a representative of the 
State committee, and no official notice 
of acreage allotment shall be mailed to 
a farm operator until such allotment 
has been so approved, except that re- 
vised acreage allotment notices without 
such prior approval may be mailed in 
cases resulting from reconstitutions that 
do not involve the use of additional 
acreage. 

(b) An official notice of the farm 
acreage allotment and marketing quota 
shall be mailed to the operator of each 
farm shown by the records of the county 
committee to be entitled to an allotment. 
The notice to the operator of the farm 
shall constitute notice to all persons who 
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as operator, landlord, tenant, or share- 
cropper are interested in the farm for 
which the allotment is established. All 
such notices shall bear the actual or 
facsimile signature of a member of the 
county committee. The facsimile signa- 
ture may be affixed by a county commit- 
teeman or an employee of the county 
office. Insofar as practical, all allotment 
notices shall be mailed in time to be 
received prior to the date of any tobacco 
marketing quota referendum. A copy of 
such notice containing thereon the date 
of mailing, shall be maintained for not 
less than 30 days in a conspicious place 
in the county office and shall thereafter 
be kept available for public inspection 
in the office of the county committee. 
A copy of such notice certified as true 
and correct shall be furnished without 
charge to any person interested in the 
farm in respect to which the allotment 
is established. 


(c) If the records of the county com- 
mittee indicate that the allotment es- 
tablished for any farm may be changed 
because of (1) removal of the farm from 
agricultural production, (2) division of 
the farm, or (3) combination of the 
farm, the mailing of the notice of such 
allotment may be delayed: Provided, 
That the notice of allotment for any 
farm shall be mailed no later than May 1 
of the current year. 


(d) If the county committee deter- 
mines with the approval of the State 
executive director that (1) the official 
written notice of the farm acreage allot- 
ment issued for any farm erroneously 
stated the acreage allotment to be larger 
than the correct allotment, and (2) the 
error was not so gross as to place the 
operator on notice thereof, and the oper- 
ator, relying upon such notice and acting 
in good faith, planted an acreage of to- 
bacco in excess of the correct farm acre- 
age allotment, the acreage allotment 
shown on the erroneous notice shall be 
deemed to be the tobacco acreage allot- 
ment for the farm for all purposes in 
connection with the tobacco marketing 
quota program for the current year: 
Provided, That for future allotment pur- 
poses, the 1968 allotment shall be con- 
sidered fully planted if the acreage 
planted is as much as 75 percent of the 
smaller of the acreage shown on the cor- 
rect notice or the acreage shown on the 
erroneous notice. 


§ 723.65 Application for review. 


Any producer who is dissatisfied with 
the farm acreage allotment and market- 
ing quota established for his farm may, 
within 15 days after mailing of the offi- 
cial notice of the farm acreage allotment 
and marketing quota, file application in 
writing with the ASCS county office to 
have such allotment reviewed by a re- 
view committee. The procedure govern- 
ing the review of farm acreage allotments 
and marketing quotas is contained in 
Part 711 of this chapter, which is avail- 
able at the ASCS county office. 


§ 723.66 Lease and transfer of tobacco 
acreage allotment. 


(a) For the 1968 crop year, notwith- 


standing the provisions of §§ 723.51 
through 723.65, but subject to the limita- 


tions provided in this section, the owner 
and operator (acting together if differ- 
ent persons), of any farm for which an 
old farm tobacco acreage allotment is 
established for type 41 tobacco for the 
1968 crop year, may lease and transfer 
all or any part of such allotment to any 
other owner or operator of a farm in the 
same county with a current year’s allot- 
ment (old or new farm), for the same 
kind of tobacco for use on such farm. 
Such lease and transfer of allotment 
acreage shall be recognized and consid- 
ered valid by the county committee sub- 
ject to the conditions set forth in this 
section. 

(b) Any lease shall be made on an 
annual basis and on such terms and con- 
ditions, except as otherwise provided in 
this section, as the parties thereto agree. 

(c) The lease and transfer of any al- 
lotment or any part thereof shall not be 
effective until a copy of such lease is filed 
with and determined by the county com- 
mittee to be in compliance with the pro- 
visions of this section. Such lease and 
transfer shall not be effective unless a 
copy of the lease is filed with the county 
committee not later than May 1 of the 
current year. 

(d) The county committee shall deter- 
mine a normal yield per acre, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of § 723.61 in 
the case of old farms and, in the case of 
new farms, § 723.63 for each farm from 
which, and for each farm to which, a 
tobacco acreage allotment or any part 
thereof is leased. If the normal yield de- 
termined by the county committee for the 
farm to which the allotment acreage is 
transferred does not exceed the normal 
yield determined by the county commit- 
tee for the farm from which the allot- 
ment acreage is transferred by more 
than 10 percent, the lease and transfer 
shall be approved acre for acre. If the 
normal yield determined by the county 
committee for the farm to which the al- 
lotment acreage is transferred exceeds 
the normal yield for the farm from 
which the allotment acreage is trans- 
ferred by more than 10 percent,: the 
county committee shall make a down- 
ward adjustment in the amount of the 
allotment acreage transferred by multi- 
plying the normal yield established for 
the farm from which the allotment acre- 
age is transferred by the acreage being 
transferred and dividing the result by the 
normal yield established for the farm to 
which the allotment acreage is trans- 
ferred. 

(e) The amount of allotment acreage 
which is leased from a farm (prior to 
any reduction made under this section) 
shall be considered for the purpose of 
determining future allotments (and to- 
bacco history acreage) to have been 
planted to tobacco on such farm. The 
amount of allotment acreage which is 
leased and transferred to a farm shall 
not be taken into account in establish- 
ing allotments for subsequent years for 
such farm. 

(f) The total acreage allotted to any 
farm after the transfer by lease of to- 
bacco acreage allotment to the farm (the 
sum of its own allotment and the acreage 
leased and transferred to it after any 
adjustment in normal yields) shall not 
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exceed 50 percent of the acreage of crop- 
land in the farm. 

(g) A new farm allotment shall not 
be leased or transferred. 

(h) Tobacco allotment acreage shall 
not be leased and transferred to or from 
any farm under a conservation reserve 
contract or cropland conversion program 
agreement in excess of the total number 
of acres which could be devoted to non- 
conserving or soi] bank base crops under 
the terms of such contract or agreement, 
less, in the case of a farm to which a 
tobacco allotment acreage is leased and 
transferred, the tobacco allotment acre- 
age for such farm without regard to the 
lease and transfer. For possible effects 
of a lease and transfer of tobacco allot- 
ment acreage on such conservation re- 
serve contract or cropland conversion 
program agreement, see the regulations 
issued with respect to the conservation 
reserve program (Part 750 of this chap- 
ter) and the cropland conversion pro- 
gram (Part 751 of this chapter). 

(i) Allotments established for a farm 
as pooled allotment under Part 719 of 
this chapter may be leased and trans- 
ferred during the time it is in the pool. 

(j) Any leased allotment acreage shall 
not be subleased. 

(k) A revised notice showing the 
allotment acreage after lease and trans- 
fer shall be issued by the county com- 
mittee to each of the operators of all 
farms from which or to which tobacco 
allotment acreage is leased under this 
section. 

(1) Ifa violation is pending which may 
result in an allotment reduction for a 
farm for the current year, the county 
committee shall delay approval of any 
lease and transfer of allotment from or 
to the farm until the violation is cleared 
or the allotment reduction is made. 
However, if the allotment reduction in 
such a case cannot be made effective for 
the current crop year before the final 
date for reducing allotments for viola- 
tions, the lease may be approved by the 
county committee. In any case, if after a 
lease and transfer of a tobacco acreage 
allotment has been approved by the 
county committee, it is determined that 
the allotment for the farm from which 
or to which such acreage is leased is to 
be reduced for a violation, the allot- 
ment reduction for such farm shali be 
delayed until the following year. 

(m) Except with respect to the 
erroneous allotment notice provisions in 
§ 723.64 and the provisions for review in 
§ 723.65, the term “‘tobacco acreage allot- 
ment” as used in §§ 723.51 through 
723.65 shall mean the allotment without 
regard to the application of the provi- 
sions of this section. 

(n) If the allotment for a farm for the 
current year is reduced to zero, no 
tobacco allotment acreage for such kind 
of tobacco may be leased to such farm 
for the current year. 

(o) No lease shall be approved by the 
county committee for any farm involved 
in a lease and transfer of allotment 
acreage until the time for filing an appli- 
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cation for review, as shown on the orig- 
inal allotment notice for the farm, has 
expired. If an application for review is 
filed for a farm involved in a lease and 
transfer agreement, such agreement shall 
not be approved by the county commit- 
tee until the allotment for such farm is 
finally determined pursuant to Part 711 
of this chapter. 

(p) The acreage allotment finally de- 
termined (after lease and transfer) for 
a farm under the provisions of this sec- 
tion shall be the allotment for such 
farm for the current year only for the 
purposes of determining (1) excess acre- 
age, (2) the amount of penalty to be 
collected on marketings of excess tobacco 
including absorption of carryover pen- 
alty tobacco, (3) eligibility for price sup- 
port, and (4) the farm marketing quota 
and the percentage reduction for a vio- 
lation in the allotment for the farm. 
Such percentage reduction determined 
as applicable when the violation occurred 
shall be applied to the allotment being 
reduced prior to any lease and transfer 
of allotment. 

(q) An agreement for leasing tobacco 
allotment acreage may be dissolved at 
the request of all parties to the leasing 
by so notifying the county committee in 
writing not later than May 1 of the cur- 
rent year. In such a case, an official no- 
tice of the farm acreage allotment and 
marketing quota, disregarding lease and 
transfer, shall be issued by the county 
committee to each of the operators in- 
volved in the leasing agreement. If the 
request to dissolve the lease is made after 
the above-specified date(s), the acreage 
allotments resulting from the lease and 
transfer shall remain in effect. 

(r) Allotments for reconstituted farms 
shall be divided or combined in accord- 
ance with Part 719 of this chapter. For 
this purpose, the farm acreage allotment 
being divided or combined for a farm in 
the current year shall be the allotment 
after lease and transfer has been made. 
For the following year, that part of the 
acreage allotment leased sha:' revert to 
the farm from which it was transferred. 
Notwithstanding the above, in the case 
of divisions, the county committee may 
allocate the leased acreage involved to 
the division as the farm operators inter- 
ested in such tracts agree in writing. 

(s) Notwithstanding the foregoing 
provisions of this section, the lease and 
transfer of an allotment for the crop 
year to which the lease relates shall be 
effective if (1) the State executive di- 
rector finds that_a lease, which is in com- 
pliance with the provisions of this 
section, was agreed upon no later than 
May 1 of the crop year to which the lease 
relates, and (2) the terms of the lease are 
reduced to writing and filed no later than 
July 31 of the crop year to which the 
lease relates in the county office for the 
county in which the farms involved are 
located. 

(t) Notwithstanding the foregoing 
provisions of this section, the dissolution 
of a lease for the crop year to which such 
lease relates made pursuant to this sec- 
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tion shall be effective if (1) the county 
committee, with the approval of the 
State executive director, finds that such 
dissolution was agreed upon no later 
than May 1 of the crop year to which the 
lease relates, and (2) the terms of the 
dissolution are reduced to writing and 
filed no later than July 31 of the crop 
year to which the lease relates in the 
county office for the county in which the 
farms involved are located. 


Effective date: Date of publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Janu- 
ary 18, 1968. 





H. D. Goprrey, 
Administrator, Agricultural Sta- 
bilization and Conservation 


Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-899; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 





Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 


(Grapefruit Reg. 66, Amdt. 4] 


PART 905—ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT, 
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS 
GROWN IN FLORIDA 


Limitation of Shipments 


Findings. (1) Pursuant to the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 905, as amended (7 CFR Part 905), 
regulating the handling of oranges, 
grapefruit, tangerines, and tangelos 
grown in Florida, effective under the ap- 
plicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
committees established under the afore- 
said amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor- 
mation, it is hereby found that- the 
limitation of shipments of grapefruit, as 
hereinafter provided, will tend to effec- 
tuate the declared policy of the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it is 
impracticable, unnecessary, and con- 
trary to the public interest to give pre- 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the ef- 
fective date of this amendment until 30 
days after publication thereof in the Frep- 
ERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in that the 
time intervening between the date when 
information upon which this amendment 
ts based became available and the time 
when this amendment must become ef- 
fective in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act is insufficient; and this 
amendment relieves restrictions on the 
handling of grapefruit grown in Florida. 

Order. The provisions of § 905.495 
(Grapefruit Regulation 66, 32 F.R. 12907, 
16525, 17925, 33 F.R. 221) are amended 
in the following respects: 

1. The provisions of paragraph (a) (1) 
immediately preceding subdivision (i) 
thereof are revised to read as follows: 
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(1) During the period beginning Jan- 
uary 22, 1968, through September 8, 
1968, no handler shall ship between the 
production area and any point outside 
thereof in the continental United States, 
Canada, or Mexico: 

2. The provisions of paragraph (a) (1) 
(v) are revised to read as follows: 


(v) Any pink seedless grapefruit, 
grown in the production area, which are 
smaller than 3%. inches in diameter, ex- 
cept that a tolerance of 10 percent, by 
count, of pink seedless grapefruit smaller 
than such minimum size shall be per- 
mitted, which tolerance shall be applied 
in accordance with the provisions for the 
application of tolerances, specified in said 
United States Standards for Florida 
Grapefruit. 


3. Paragraph (a) (1) (vi) is hereby re- 
vised to read as follows: 


(vi) Any seedless grapefruit other than 
pink seedless grapefruit, grown in the 
production ‘area, which are smaller than 
3%. inches in diameter, except that a 
tolerance of 10 percent, by count, of such 
grapefruit smaller than such minimum 
size shall be permitted, which tolerance 
shall be applied in accordance with the 
provisions for the application of toler- 
ances, specified in said United States 
Standards for Florida Grapefruit. 


4. Paragraph (a)(1)(vii) is hereby 
deleted and a new subdivision (vii) read- 
ing as follows is substituted in lieu there- 
of: 


(vii) During any week of the period 
January 22, 1968 through September 8, 
1968, any handler may ship a quantity 
of seedless grapefruit other than pink 
seedless grapefruit which are smaller 
than the size prescribed in subdivision 
(vi) of this subparagraph if (a) the 
number of standard packed boxes of such 
smaller grapefruit does not exceed 20 
percent of the total standard packed 
boxes of all sizes of seedless grapefruit, 
other than pink seedless grapefruit, 
shipped by such handler during the same 
week; and (b) such smaller grapefruit 
are of a size not smaller than 3%, 
inches in diameter, except that a toler- 
ance of 10 percent, by count, of such 
grapefruit smaller than such minimum 
size shall be permitted, which tolerance 
shall be applied in accordance with the 
provisions for the application of toler- 
ances specified in said United States 
Standards for Florida Grapefruit. 


(Sec. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated January 19, 1968, to become ef- 
fective January 22, 1968. 


Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-900; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


[Amdt. 3] 


PART 906—ORANGES AND GRAPE- 
FRUIT GROWN IN THE LOWER 


RIO GRANDE VALLEY IN TEXAS 
Container and Pack Requirements 


Findings. (1) Pursuant to Marketing 
Agreement No. 141, as amended, and 
Order No. 906, as amended (7 CFR Part 
906), regulating the handling of oranges 
and grapefruit grown in the Lower Rio 
Grande Valley in Texas, effective under 
the applicable provisions of the Agricul- 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674) , and upon 
the basis of the recommendations of the 
Texas Valley Citrus Committee, estab- 
lished under the aforesaid marketing 
agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation on the handling of 
Texas citrus fruits, as hereinafter pro- 
vided, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act. 


(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable, unnecessary, and con- 
trary to the public interest to give pre- 
liminary notice, engage in public rule- 
making procedure, and postpone the ef- 
fective date of this amendment until 30 
days after publication thereof in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in that, 
as hereinafter set forth, the time inter- 
vening between the date when informa- 
tion upon which this amendment is 
based became available and the time 
when this amendment must become ef- 
fective in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act is insufficient; and 
such amendment relieves restrictions on 
the handling of oranges and grapefruit. 

Therefore, it is ordered that paragraph 
(a) (1) (vi) of § 906.311 Container and 
Pack Regulations (29 F.R. 12869; 31 F.R. 
11139; 32 F.R. 13113) is hereby amended 
to read as follows: 


§ 906.311 Container and pack regula- 
tions. 


(a) *- ¢ *€ 

(1) ” > * 

(vi) Containers with inside dimensions 
of 1934 x 13 and varying in depth from 
12% to 13% inches; 20 x 13% and vary- 
ing in depth from 934 to 10%4 inches; and 
193%4 x 13% and varying in depth from 
13% to 14% inches: Provided, That such 
containers may be used only for the ship- 
ment of fruit in bags as provided in sub- 
division (v) of this. subparagraph; and 


= * = * = 
The provisions of this amendment shall 
become effective January 22, 1968. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: January 19, 1968. 


Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-901; Filed, Jan. 23, 
8:48 a.m.] 


1968; 


[Grapefruit Reg. 9, Amdt. 2] 


PART 944—FRUIT; IMPORT 
REGULATIONS 


Grapefruit 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 
8e of the Agricultural Marketing Agree- 
ment Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 
601-674), the provisions of paragraph 
(a) of Grapefruit Regulation 9 (§ 944.105, 
32 F.R. 12938, 17425) are hereby amended 
as follows: 


1. Paragraph (a) is amended to read 
as follows: 


(a) On and after January 22, 1968, 
the importation into the United States 
of any grapefruit is prohibited unless 
such grapefruit is inspected and meets 
the following requirements: 


2. Paragraph (a)(2) is amended to 
read as follows: 


(2) Seedless grapefruit shall grade at 
least Improved No. 2 and be of a size 
not smaller than 3%. inches in diameter, 
except that a tolerance of 10 percent, by 
count, of seedless grapefruit smaller than 
such minimum size shall be permitted, 
which tolerance shall be applied in 
accordance with the provisions for the 
application of tolerances, specified in the 
United States Standards for Florida 
Grapefruit. (“Improved No. 2” shall 
mean grapefruit grading at least U‘S. 
No. 2 and also meeting the requirements 
of the U.S. No. 1 grade as to shape (form) 
and color.) 


3. Paragraph (a) (3) is hereby deleted 
from the regulation. 

It is hereby found that it is imprac- 
ticable, unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest to give preliminary no- 
tice, engage in public rule-making pro- 
cedure, and postpone the effective time 
of this amendment beyond that herein- 
after specified (5 U.S.C. 553) in that 
(a) the requirements of this amended 
import regulation are imposed pursuant 
to section 8e of the Agricultural Mar- 
keting Agreement Act of 1937, as amend- 
ed (7 U.S.C. 601-674) , which makes such 
regulation mandatory; (b) such regu- 
lation imposes the same restrictions on 
imports of all grapefruit as the grade 
and size restrictions being made appli- 
cable to the shipment of all grapefruit 
grown in Florida under amended Grape- 
fruit Regulation 66 (§ 905.495) ; ‘c) com- 
pliance with this amended import 
regulation will not require any special 
preparation which cannot be completed 
by the effective: time hereof; and ‘d) 
this amendment relieves restrictions on 
the importation of grapefruit. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 
U.S.C. 601-674) 


Dated January 19, 1968, to become 
effective January 22, 1968. 


Paul A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-902; Filed, Jan. 23, 
8:48 a.m.] 


1968; 
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Title 14—AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 


Chapter I—Federal Aviation Admin- 
istration, Department of Transpor- 
tation 

[Airspace Docket No. 67-CE-174] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone 


The purpose of this amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regu- 
lations is to alter the Norfolk, Nebr., 
control zone. 

The approach radials for two of the 
special instrument approach procedures 
for Karl Stefan Memorial Airport, Nor- 
folk, Nebr., have been modified. As a 
result of these modifications, it is nec- 
essary to make minor changes in the 
Norfolk control zone extensions to the 
south and north in order to protect 
aircraft executing these altered approach 
procedures. In addition, a slight change 
in the airport coordinates is required. 
Action is taken herein to effect these 
changes. The present designation of the 
Norfolk transition area is not affected 
by this action. 

Since the aforementioned changes are 
minor in nature and impose no addi- 
tional burden on any person, notice and 
public procedure hereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended effective 0001 e.s.t., March 
28, 1968, as hereinafter set forth: 

In § 71.171 (33 F.R. 2058), the follow- 
ing control zone is amended to read: 


Norro_kK, NEBR. 


Within a 5-mile radius of Karl Stefan 
Memorial Airport (lat. 41°59'05’’ N., long. 
97°26'10’’ W.); and within 2 miles each side 
of the Norfolk VOR 022°, 144°195° and 318° 
radials, extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 8 miles southeast, south, northwest 
and northeast of the VOR. This control zone 
is effective during the specific dates and 
times established in advance by a Notice to 
Airmen. The effective date and time will 
thereafter be continuously published in the 
Airman’s Information Manual. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on Jan- 
uary 12, 1968. 
Epwarp C. MARSH, 
Director, Central Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-866; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67-SO-104] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Alteration of Control Zone and 
Transition Area; Correction 


On January 4, 1968, F.R. Doc. 68-173 
was published in the FrEepERAL REGISTER 
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(33 F.R. 67 and 68), amending Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations by 
altering the Charleston, S.C., control 
zone and transition area, and stating an 
intention to revoke the John’s Island, 
S.C., transition area. 

In the amendment, action to revoke 
the John’s Island, S.C., transition area 
was inadvertently omitted. 

Since this amendment is editorial, less 
restrictive in nature, and imposes no ad- 
ditional burden on the public, notice and 
public procedure hereon are unnecessary. 

In consideration of the foregoing, F.R. 
Doc. 68-173 is amended, effective imme- 
diately, as hereinafter set forth. 

The following is inserted after the de- 
scription of the Charleston, S.C., transi- 
tion area. 

In § 71.181 (33 F.R. 2137), the John’s 
Island, S.C., transition area (32 F.R. 
3766) is revoked. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348 (a) ) 


Issued in East Point, Ga., on January 
11, 1968. 
JAMES G. ROGERS, 
Director, Southern Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-867; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Airspace Docket No. 67—-CE-99] 


PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS 


Extension of Federal Airway 


On November 9, 1967, a notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (32 F.R. 15589) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Administra- 
tion was considering an amendment to 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula- 
tions that would extend VOR. Federal 
airway No. 159 from Sioux City, Iowa, 
direct to Yankton, S. Dak. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro- 
posed rule making through the submis- 
sion of comments. All comments received 
were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing, Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
is amended, effective 0001 e.s.t., March 
28, 1968, as hereinafter set forth. 

In § 71.123 (33 F.R. 2009) V-159 is 
amended by deleting “INT Omaha 320° 
and Sioux City 174° radials.’ and sub- 
stituting “INT Omaha 320° and Sioux 
City 174° radials; 12 AGL Yankton, 
S. Dak.” therefor. 


(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1348) 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu- 
ary 17, 1968. 
H. B. HELStTRoMm, 
Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-868; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Chapter Ii—Civil Aeronautics Board 


SUBCHAPTER A—ECONOMIC REGULATIONS 
[Reg. ER-526] 


PART 241—UNIFORM SYSTEM OF 
ACCOUNTS AND REPORTS FOR 
CERTIFICATED AIR CARRIERS 


Filing Preliminary Schedule P—3(a) 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 19th day of January 1968. 

In EDR-131, dated December 12, 1967, 
Docket 19385 (32 F.R. 17983), the Board 
gave notice that it had under considera- 
tion a proposed amendment to section 
22(b) of Part 241 which would require 
certificated route air carriers to file pre- 
liminary schedule P-3(a)—Income Taxes 
if they wished to postpone filing of final 
schedules in the B and P series until 90 
days after the close of the calendar year. 
These data are needed for preliminary 
staff analysis of operating results for the 
year, and the amendment would accord- 
ingly be made applicable to schedules 
for the last quarter of 1967. 

Los Angeles Airways, Inc. (LAA), the 
only carrier responding to the proposal, 
objected that filing preliminary schedule 
P-3(a) would add an additional work- 
load on a small unsubsidized carrier. 
LAA requested that the proposal be with- 
drawn or that LAA be granted a waiver 
from the requirement. For reasons stated 
in the notice, the Board has a specific 
need for preliminary schedule P-3(a), 
and LAA has furnished no particulars 
in support of a waiver to show that the 
additional workload involved would con- 
stitute an undue burden to it. Of course, 
the carrier is free to request a waiver 
pursuant to sections 1-2 of Part 241. 

Accordingly, the Board hereby amends 
section 22(b) of Part 241 of the Eco- 
nomic Regulations (14 CFR Part 241), 
effective December 31, 1967, to read as 
follows: 


Section 22—General Reporting 
Instructions 


+ - * = * 


(b) Each air carrier shall file the 
schedules of the CAB Form 41 reports 
with the Civil Aeronautics Board in ac- 
cordance with the above instructions, ex- 
cept that B and P report schedules for 
the final quarter of each calendar year 
may be extended to 90 days following 
the year’s end: Provided, that prelimi- 
nary schedules B-1, P-1.1, o> P-1.2, P-3, 
and P-3(a) are submitted within the 
standard prescribed 40-day filing period. 
At the request of an air carrier, and upon 
a showing by such air carrier that public 
disclosure of its preliminary yearend re- 
port would adversely affect its interests 
and would not be in the public interest, 
the Board will withhold such preliminary 
yearend report from public disclosure un- 
til such time as (1) the final report is 
filed, (2) the final report is due, or (3) 
information covered by the preliminary 
report is publicly released by the carrier 
concerned, whichever first occurs. 
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(Secs. 204(a), 407, Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, as amended; 72 Stat. 743, 766; 49 U.S.C. 
1324, 1377) 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-880; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 16—COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 


Chapter I—Federal Trade Commission 
[Docket No. C-1279] 


PART 13—PROHIBITED TRADE 
PRACTICES 


Joseph Louis Zeldon and Guild 
Institute of Music 


Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68-478, appearing at page 
488 of the issue for Saturday, January 13, 
1968, paragraph 6 should read as follows: 

6. Representing, directly or by implica- 
tion, that the parent should reach a 
decision right away because the chances 
of the child’s acceptance in respondent’s 
program at some later time are slim or 
will be significantly diminished or re- 
duced; or misrepresenting in any man- 
ner the time or other limitations placed 
upon respondent’s offer. 


Title 18—CONSERVATION OF 


POWER AND WATER RESOURCES 


Chapter V—Federal Water Pollution 
Control Administration, Department 
of the Interior 


PART 601—GRANTS FOR WATER 
POLLUTION CONTROL 


Subpart B—Grants for Construction 
of Treatment Works 


On August 4, 1967, notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER (32 F.R. 11330) which set 
forth the text of regulations, proposed 
to be amended and adopted as Subpart 
B of Part 601 relating to grants for the 
construction of treatment works. 

Pursuant to the above notice, a num- 
ber of comments have been received from 
interested persons, and due consideration 
has been given to all relevant matter 
presented. 

A revision has been made in the rules 
as proposed, with respect to project inclu- 
sion in a comprehensive program as set 
forth in § 601.25(c). 

In accordance with the statement in 
the notice of proposed rule making, Part 
601, Subpart B, as set forth below is 
hereby amended effective on publication. 


Subpart B—Grants for Construction of Treatment 


Works 
Sec. 


601.21 Definitions. 
601.22 Allotments to States. 
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Sec. 

601.23 
601.24 
601.25 
601.26 
601.27 
601.28 


Availability of allotments. 

Application for grants. 

Grant limitations. 

Grant conditions. 

Assurances from applicant. 

Determining the desirability of 
projects. 

Criteria for considering property of 
Federal aid. 

Payments. 

Final settlement. 


601.29 


601.30 
601.31 


AvuTuHority: The provisions of this Subpart 
B issued under sec. 10, 70 Stat. 506, as 
amended; 33 U.S.C. 4661; sec. 6, 70 Stat. 502, 
as amended; 33 U‘S.C. 466e. 


§ 601.21 Definitions. 


All terms used in this subpart which 
are defined in the Federal Water Pollu- 
tion Control Act and are not defined 
in this section shall have the meaning 
given to them in such Act. As used in 
this subpart, the following terms shall 
have the meaning indicated hereinbelow: 

(a) “Federal Act” means the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended 
(33 U.S.C. 466 et seq.). 

(b) “Administration” means the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Administra- 
tion in the Department of the Interior. 

(c) “Commissioner” means the head 
of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Administration, or his duly authorized 
representative. : 

(d) “State water pollution control 
agency” means the State health au- 
thority, except that in the case of any 
State in which there is a single State 
agency other than the State health au- 
thority charged with responsibility for 
enforcing the State laws relating to the 
abatement of water pollution, it means 
such other State agency. 

(e) “Interstate agency” means an 
agency of two or more States established 
by or pursuant to an agreement or com- 
pact approved by the Congress, or any 
agency of two or more States having 
substantial powers or duties pertaining 
to the control of pollution of waters. 

(f) “State” means a State, the District 
of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, and 
Guam. 

(g) “Fiscal year’ means a 12-month 
period beginning on July 1. 

(h) “Population” means the official 
population figures of the latest decennial 
census for which figures are available 
as certified by the Secretary of 
Commerce. 

(i) “Per capita income” means the 
average of the per capita income of the 
States and of the continental United 
States for the three most recent con- 
secutive years for which satisfactory 
data are available from the Department 
of Commerce; except that, in the ab- 
sence of such satisfactory data, the per 
capita income of (1) Puerto Rico, (2) 
the Virgin Islands, and (3) Guam shall 
be deemed to equal the per capita income 
of the State having the lowest per capita 
income in the continental United States. 

(j) “Municipality” means a city, town, 
borough, county, parish, district, or other 
public body created by or pursuant to 
State law and having jurisdiction over 
ulsposal of sewage, industrial wastes, or 


other wastes, and an Indian tribe or an 
authorized Indian tribal organization. 

(k) “Intermunicipal agency” means 
an agency of two or more municipalities 
having jurisdiction over disposal of sew- 
age, “industrial wastes, or other wastes. 

(1) “Treatment works” means the var- 
ious devices used in the treatment of 
sewage or industrial wastes of a liquid 
nature, including the necessary inter- 
cepting sewers, outfall sewers, pumping, 
power, and other equipment and their 
appurtenances, and includes any exten- 
sions, improvements, remodeling, addi- 
tions, and alterations thereof. 

(m) “Applicant” means any State, 
municipality, intermunicipal, or inter- 
state agency which files an application 
for a grant under section 8 of the Federal 
Act. 

(n) “Metropolitan area” means either 
(1) a standard metropolitan statistical 
area as defined by the Bureau of the 
Budget, except as may be determined 
by the President as not being appropriate 
for the purposes hereof, or (2) any urban 
area, including those surrounding areas 
that form an economic and socially re- 
lated region, taking into consideration 
such factors as present and future pop- 
ulation trends and patterns of urban 
growth, location of transportation facil- 
ities and systems, and distribution of in- 
dustrial, commercial, residential, gov- 
ernmental, institutional, and other 
activities, which in the opinion of the 
President lends itself as being appropri- 
ate for the purposes hereof. 


§ 601.22 Allotments to States. 


(a) The first $100 million appropri- 
ated for any fiscal year shall be allotted 
as soon as practicable as follows: 

(1) 50 per centum of such sums in the 
ratio that the population of each State 
— to the population of all the States, 
an 

(2) 50 per centum of such sums in the 
ratio that the quotient obtained by di- 
viding the per capita income of the 
United States by the per capita income of 
each State bears to the sum of such quo- 
tients for all the States. 

(b) Funds in excess of $100 million ap- 
propriated for any fiscal year shall be 
allotted as soon as practicable in the 
ratio that the population of each State 
bears to the population of all the States. 

(c) Except as provided in § 601.25 
(h), sums alloted to a State under 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section 
which are not obligated within 6 
months following the end of the fiscal 
year for which allotted because of a lack 
of projects which have been approved as 
provided in §601.25(c) and certified 
as entitled to priority as provided in 
§ 601.25(f) shall be reallotted in ac- 
cordance with paragraph (d) of this sec- 
tion to States having approved projects 
for which grants have not been made be- 
cause of lack of funds. 

(d) Reallotment of unobligated funds 
under paragraph (c) of this section will 
be made on the basis of the ratio which 
the current year’s allotment of each 
State bears to the current year’s allot- 
ments of all such States: Provided, That 
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no State’s reallotment shall exceed the 
sum necessary to satisfy requests for 
grants contained in applications on hand 
in the State agency which, except for 
lack of funds, are eligible for im- 
mediate certification as provided in 
§ 601.25(f). 


§ 601.23 Availability of allotments. 


The allotment of a State, including re- 
allotments, shall be available, in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this subpart, 
for payments to meet the cost of con- 
struction of treatment works in such 
State for which Federal grants have been 
approved by the Commissioner. 


§ 601.24 Application for grants. 


Applications for grants for the con- 
struction of treatment works shall be 
submitted on such forms and in such 
manner as the Commissioner may 
prescribe. 


§ 601.25 Grant limitations. 


Grants under this subpart shall be 
subject to the following limitations: 

(a) No grant shall be made for any 
work for which a contract was let prior 
to July 31, 1956. 

(b) To be eligible for a grant, a proj- 
ect must be designed to result in an op- 
erable treatment works, or part thereof, 
which will treat or stabilize sewage or 
industrial wastes of a liquid nature in 
order to abate, control, or prevent water 
pollution. In addition, where a project 
or a portion thereof provides for the 
treatment or stabilization of sewage or 
industrial wastes of a liquid nature, and 
unless a higher degree of treatment is re- 
quired to comply with water quality 
standards established pursuant to sec- 
tion 10 of the Federal Act, or with rec- 
ommendations of the Secretary or judg- 
ment of a court made pursuant to sec- 
tion 10 of the Federal Act, such treat- 
ment or stabilization shall consist of at 
least primary treatment, or its equiva- 
lent, resulting in the substantially com- 
plete removal of settleable solids. 

(c) No grant shall be made for any 
project unless such project shall have 
been approved by the appropriate State 
water pollution control agency and by 
the Commissioner and unless such proj- 
ect is included in a comprehensive pro- 
gram developed pursuant to section 3 of 
the Federal Act. A project shall be 
deemed to be included in such compre- 
hensive program if: 

(1) Such project is included within a 
comprehensive program developed pur- 
suant to section 3 of the Federal Act, or 

(2) Such project is compatible with a 
comprehensive program being developed 
pursuant to section 3 of the Federal Act, 
or 

(3) Such project is not in an area for 
which a comprehensive program has been 
or is being developed pursuant to section 
3, but such project is not inconsistent 
with the following factors: Water quality 
standards established pursuant to the 
Federal Act, for the waters into which 
such project shall discharge, or with the 
State plan for the prevention and control 
of water pollution approved for the State 
in which such project is located pursuant 
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to section 7 of the Federal Act, or the 
recommendations of the Secretary, a 
hearing board, or orders of any court 
pursuant to section 10 of the Federal Act 
applicable to the waters into which such 
project will discharge: 


Provided, That no grant shall be made 
for any project which is inconsistent with 
the factors mentioned in subparagraph 
(3) of this paragraph. 

(d) Except as provided in para- 
graphs (h) and (i) of this section, no 
grant shall be made for any project in an 
amount exceeding 30 per centum of the 
estimated reasonable cost of the proj- 
ect as determined by the Commissioner, 
except that the percentage limitation 
shall be increased to 40 per centum if the 
State agrees to pay not less than 30 per 
centum of the cost of all projects for 
which Federal grants are to be made 
from the same fiscal year’s allocation, or 
the percentage limitation shall be in- 
creased to 50 per centum if the State 
agrees to pay not less than 25 per centum 
of the cost of all projects for which Fed- 
eral grants are to be made from the same 
fiscal year’s allocation and enforceable 
water quality standards have been estab- 
lished for the waters into which the 
project discharges, in accordance with 
section 10(c) of this Act in the case of 
interstate waters, and under State law 
in the case of intrastate waters. 

(e) No grant shall be made until the 
applicant has made provision satisfac- 
tory to the Commissioner for assuring 
proper and efficient operation and main- 
tenance of the treatment works after 
completion of the construction thereof. 

(f) No grant shall be made unless 
such project is in conformity with the 
State water pollution control plan sub- 
mitted pursuant to the provisions of sec- 
tion 7 of the Federal Act and has been 
certified by the State water pollution 
control agency as entitled to priority 
over other eligible projects on the basis 
of financial as well as water pollution 
control needs; except that in the case 
of additional grants as provided for in 
paragraphs (h) and (i) of this sec- 
tion, no additional State certification 
of priority shall be required for the 
project receiving such an additional 
grant. 

(g) In connection with a project in 
which construction was initiated after 
June 30, 1966, which is approved by the 
State water pollution control agency and 
which the Commissioner finds meets the 
requirements of the Act, but which was 
constructed without Federal assistance 
or with a lesser amount of Federal 
assistance than was allowable under the 
Act, a grant may be made in reimburse- 
ment of State or local funds used for such 
project prior to July 1, 1971, to the ex- 
tent that assistance could have been 
provided if such project had been ap- 
proved for Federal support and if ade- 
quate Federal funds had been available. 

(h) Whenever a State has funds sub- 
ject to reallotment under § 601.22(c) 
prior to such reallotment additional 
grants may be made for any projects in 
that State where the Commissioner finds 
that the need for the projects is due in 
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part to any Federal institution or Federal 
construction activity which has resulted 
in an influx of federally connected per- 
sonnel and have added to the applicant’s 
requirements for sewage treatment 
works. Such additional grants shall be 
limited to additional identifiable costs 
of construction attributable to such Fed- 
eral institution or Federal construction 
activity. Applicants for additiona’ grants 
must support their claims that the need 
for their projects is due in part to any 
Federal institution or Federal construc- 
tion activity by showing that at least five 
percent of the popuwiation contributing 
wastes to the project are, as of the date 
of filing the application for the addi- 
tional grant, in one or more of the fol- 
lowing categories: (1) Federal personnel 
and their families residing on or at a 
Federal institution as hereinafter de- 
fined, as well as occupants, patients, and 
inmates of such institutions; (2) Federal 
personnel and their families working on 
or at, but residing at other than, a Fed- 
eral institution as hereinafter defined; 
(3) mnon-Federal personnel and their 
families working on Federal construc- 
tion projects involving a Federal institu- 
tion as hereinafter defined. Necessary 
supporting information submitted by 
applicants shall be used as the basis for 
computing a project’s additional grant 
entitlement as follows: For subpara- 
graph (1) of this paragraph, 100 percent 
of the product of the per capita cost of 
the project and the number represented 
in this category; for either subparagraph 
(2) or (3) of this paragraph, 50 percent 
of the product of the per capita cost of 
the project and the number represented 
by such category: Provided, Thai in any 
case the additional grant entitlement 
with respect to any category shall be re- 
duced by the amount of any Federal con- 
tribution by any other Federal agency 
toward the capital cost of the approved 
project made on behalf of such cate- 
gory. The total of the sums of the above 
calculations shall be the maximum en- 
titlement of an individual project for an 
additional grant. If the total of all en- 
titlements for additional grants exceeds 
the funds available to a State for such 
grants, the available funds will be pro- 
rated over all eligible applicants for such 
grants in the State. In any instance 
where a grantee community claims its 
need for a project is due in part to any 
Federal institution or Federal construc- 
tion activity, but because of exceptional 
circumstances is not measurable by the 
criteria set out above, a request for spe- 
cial consideration may be made to the 
Commissioner. Notwithstanding the pro- 
visions of this section, the Commissioner 
may waive the percentage requirements 
set out above in the case of an applica- 
tion for an additional grant whenever, 
in his judgment, exceptional circum- 
stances exist or existed which make such 
action necessary to avoid inequity and 
avoid defeating the purposes of this sec- 
tion. In no event shall any additional 
grant be made in an amount which, 
together with the amount of the basic 
grant, will exceed the total eligible proj- 
ect cost. As used in this section, the term 
“Federal institution” shall mean any 
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Federal institution, reservation, installa- 
tion, base, project, or other similar Fed- 
eral establishment used by the Federal 
Government primarily for the perform- 
ance of functions other than the provi- 
sion of services to the area in which such 
establishment is situated; and the term 
“Federal construction activity” shall 
mean the construction of any “Federal 
institution” as herein defined. 

(i) The Commissioner may increase 
the amount of a grant made under sub- 
section 8(b) of the Federal Act by 10 
per centum of such grant for any proj- 
ect which has been certified by an of- 
ficial State, metropolitan, or regional 
planning agency empowered under State 
or local laws or interstate compact to 
perform metropolitan or regional plan- 


ning for a metropolitan area within ~ 


which such grant is to be used, or other 
agency or instrumentality designated for 
such purposes by the Governor (or Gov- 
ernors in the case of interstate plan- 
ning) as being in conformity with the 
comprehensive plan developed or in the 
process of development for the metro- 
politan area. 

(j) At least 50 per centum of the 
first $100 million appropriated for grants 
under section 8 of the Federal Act for 
each fiscal year beginning on or after 
July 1, 1965, shall be used for the con- 
struction of treatment works serving 
municipalities of 125,000 population or 
under. 


§ 601.26 Grant conditions. 


(a) All measures required to minimize 
water pollution to affected waters shall 
be undertaken in the planning and con- 
struction processes of the treatment 
plant to be financed in part by the Fed- 
eral grant. To achieve this end, regard 
shall be given to the selection of a plant 
site compatible with the protection of 
the natural environment, and to the pro- 
tection of the watershed natural cover, 
engineering and work measures to assure 
minimal siltation and bank erosion from 
the construction process, and other 
measures which reduce water pollution 
to a minimum. Any grant awarded under 
this subpart shall be subject to these 
and such additional requirements of 
regulations and recommendations issued 
under section 7 of Executive Order 
11288, July 2, 1966 (F.R. Doc. 66—7460) 
which provides that federally assisted 
activities shall be performed pursuant 
to regulations and recommendations 
made by the Department of the Interior 
covering grant practices designed to re- 
duce water pollution. 

(b) Any grant awarded under this 
subpart shall be subject to the require- 
ments of Executive Order 11246, Sep- 
tember 24, 1965 (30 F.R. 12319), which 
provides for nondiscrimination in feder- 
ally assisted construction contracts, and 
with applicable rules, regulations, and 
procedures prescribed pursuant thereto. 

(c) Any grant awarded under this sub- 
part shall be subject to the requirements 
of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 
(78 Stat. 252; Public Law 88-352) which 
provides that no person in the United 
States shall on the ground of race, color, 
or national origin be excluded from par- 
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ticipation in, be denied the benefits of, 
any program or activity receiving Fed- 
eral financial assistance (sec. 601); and 
shall be subject to the implementing 
regulation issued by the Secretary of the 
Interior with the approval of the Presi- 
dent (43 CFR Part 17). 

(d) That the construction contract 
will require the contractor to comply with 
the regulations of the Secretary of Labor 
made pursuant to the Davis-Bacon Act 
of March 3, 1931, as amended (40 U.S.C. 
276a through 276a-5), the Anti-Kick- 
back Act of June 13, 1934, as amended 
(40 U.S.C. 276c) , and the Contract Work 
Hours Standards Act of August 13, 1962 
(40 U.S.C. 327-330), and any amend- 
ments or modifications thereto, to cause 
appropriate provisions to be inserted in 
subcontracts to insure compliance there- 
with by all subcontractors subject there- 
to, and to be responsible for the submis- 
sion of statements required of subcon- 
tractors thereunder, except as_ the 
Secretary of Labor may specifically pro- 
vide for reasonable limitation, variations, 
tolerances, and exemptions from the re- 
quirements thereof. 


§ 601.27 Assurances from applicant. 


No grant shall be made until the Com- 
missioner has received assurances from 
the applicant: 

(a) That actual construction work will 
be performed by the lump sum (fixed 
price) or unit price contract method, that 
adequate methods of obtaining competi- 
tive bidding will be employed prior to 
awarding the construction contract, and 
that the award of the contract will be 
made to the responsible bidder submit- 
ting the lowest acceptable bid, which 
shall be determined without regard to 
State or local law whereby preference is 
given on factors other than the amount 
of the bid; 

(b) That the project will not be adver- 
tised or placed on the market for bid- 
ding until the final plans and specifica- 
tions have been approved by the Com- 
missioner and the appropriate State 
agency, and the applicant has been so 
notified; 

(c) That the construction contract 
will require the contractor to furnish 
performance and payment bonds, the 
amount of which shall each be in an 
amount not less than 50 per centum (50 
percent) of the contract price, and to 
maintain during the life of the contract 
adequate fire and extended coverage, 
workmen’s compensation, public liability 
and property damage insurance; pro- 
ceeds of the performance and payment 
bonds and the fire and extended cover- 
age insurance shall, in the discretion of 
the Commissioner, be applied to meet the 
cost of construction of the project; 

(d) That any change in the contract 
which makes any major alteration in the 
work required by the plans and specifica- 
tions, or which raises the cost of the 
project above the latest estimate ap- 
proved by the Commissioner will be sub- 
mitted to the Commissioner for prior 
approval; 

(e) That the construction of the proj- 
ect, including the letting of contracts in 
connection therewith, shall conform to 


the applicable requirements of State, 
territorial, and local laws and ordinances 
except as provided in paragraph (a) of 
this section; 

(f) That the construction contract 
will provide that representatives of the 
Administration and the State will have 
access to the work wherever it is in prep- 
aration or progress and that the con- 
tractor will provide proper facilities for 
such access and inspection; 

(g) That the applicant will provide 
and maintain competent and adequate 
engineering supervision and inspection 
at the project to insure that the construc- 
tion conforms with the approved plans 
and specifications; 

(h) That records will be maintained 
which fully disclose the total cost of the 
project, the amount, source and disposi- 
tion of all funds received for payment 
of project construction costs, as well as 
such other records as the Commissioner 
may prescribe to facilitate an effective 
audit; such records shall be retained 
for 3 years, following final payment of 
the Federal share or such other period 
as the Commissioner shall prescribe; 

(i) That all funds granted pursuant to 
this subpart shall be expended solely for 
carrying out the approved project; 

(j) That the Secretary, the Commis- 
sioner and the Comptroller General of 
the United States, or any of their duly 
authorized representatives, shall have 
access, for the purpose of audit and 
examination, to any books, documents, 
papers, and records of the grantee that 
are pertinent to grants received under 
this subpart, and the grantee shall sub- 
mit to the Secretary, the Commissioner 
or the Comptroller General of the United 
States such documents and information 
as they may require in connection with 
the project; 

(k) That the applicant will demon- 
strate to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioner his ability to pay the remain- 
ing cost of the project; 

(1) That the applicant will demon- 
strate to the satisfaction of the Com- 
missioner that he has or will have a fee 
simple or such other estate or interest 
in the site of the project, and rights of 
access, as the Commissioner finds suffi- 
cient to assure undisturbed use and pos- 
session for the purpose of construction 
and operation for the estimated life of 
the project; and in the case of projects 
serving more than one municipality, that 
the participating communities have such 
interests or rights as the Commissioner 
finds sufficient to assure their undis- 
turbed utilization of the project for the 
estimated life of the project; 

(m) That the declarations, assur- 
ances, representations, and statements 
made by the applicant in the applica- 
tion, and all documents, amendments, 
and communications filed with the Ad- 
ministration by the applicant in support 
of its request for a grant, will be ful- 
filled; 

(n) That the applicant will permit 
the Administration or its authorized 
agents to have access to the project per- 
manently and the records pertaining to 
its operation at any reasonable time fol- 
lowing the completion of construction for 
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the purpose of inspecting the operation 
and maintenance of the project; 

(o) That the applicant agrees to con- 
struct the project or cause it to be con- 
structed in accordance with the applica- 
tion and plans and specifications ap- 
proved by the Commissioner: Provided, 
That any of these assurances required 
under this section may be waived, in 
whole or part (and subject to such con- 
ditions as he deems necessary), if con- 
struction of the project has been initi- 
ated prior to the time of grant award and 
if the Commissioner finds that the pur- 
pose of such assurance is fulfilled. 


§ 601.28 Determining the desirability of 
projects. 


In determining the desirability of proj- 
ects for treatment works and of approv- 
ing Federal financial aid in connection 
therewith, the Commissioner shall give 
consideration to the following: 

(a) The relation of the estimated cost 
of the project, including operation and 
maintenance, to the public interest and 
to the necessity for the project; 

(b) The propriety of Federal aid in 
construetion of the project; 

(c) The public benefits to be derived 
by the construction of the project; 

(d) The related projects requiring 
completion before full benefit can be 
derived from the project for which the 
application is made and the degree to 
which the completion of the related proj- 
ects in the near future is assured; 

(e) The feasibility of utilizing avail- 
able facilities; and, 


(f) The probability that the project 
will be constructed and put into opera- 
tion within a reasonable time. 


§ 601.29 Criteria for considering pro- 
priety of Federal aid. 


In addition to other designated re- 
quirements, the propriety of Federal aid 
pursuant to section 8(c) of the Federal 
Act will be determined by the Commis- 
sioner on the basis cf one or more of the 
following criteria: 

(a) Effective control. Whether the 
project effectively contributes to the con- 


’ trol of pollution of the waters into which 


the project discharges its treated wastes. 
(b) International treaty obligations. 
Whether the project is required to con- 
trol pollution in meeting international 
treaty obligations or agreements. 


(c) Federal impact. Whether the proj- 
ect involves a pollution problem affected 
by (1) Federal installations contributing 
to the total municipal waste loadings; 
(2) a water use requirement involving 
national defense; (3) a Federal water re- 
source development; or (4) an increase 
in population due to any Federal institu- 
tion or Federal construction activity 
which has resulted in an influx of fed- 
erally connected personnel and which 
have added to the applicant’s require- 
ments for sewage treatment works. 

(d) Public health necessity. Whether 
the project involves treatment works re- 
quired to abate a public health hazard. 
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(e) Financial burden. Whether the 
municipality can demonstrate that the 
construction of sewage treatment works 
involves an extraordinary and excessive 
financial burden in relation to the munic- 
ipality’s economic resources. 

(f) Enforcement recommendations. 
Whether the construction of the sewage 
treatment is necessitated by recom- 
mendations pursuant to section 10 (e) 
and (f) of the Federal Act. 

§ 601.30 Payments. 


(a) Installment payments of the 
Federal grant shall be made upon request 
of the applicant, shall be based on the 
cost of the work performed, materials 
and equipment furnished, and services 
rendered in connection with an approved 
project, and may be made as follows: 

(1) A first installment when not less 
than 25 percent of the construction of 
the project is completed; 

(2) A second installment when not 
less than 50 percent of the construction 
of the project is completed; 

(3) A third installment when not less 
than 75 percent of the construction of 
the project is completed; and, 

(4) A fourth installment when the 
project is completed and final inspection 
by a representative of the Department 
is made. 

(b) Upon written request and a show- 
ing of necessity by the applicant, the 
Commissioner may adopt a different 
schedule of payments. 


(c) The total grant payments for any 
project shall not exceed the amount of 
the authorized percent of the actual rea- 
sonable cost thereof as determined by 
the Commissioner at completion of con- 
struction of the treatment works. 

(d) Where the applicant fails to com- 
ply substantially with the requirements 
of the Federal Act or the regulations in 
this subpart or with the assurances con- 
tained in § 601.27, the Commissioner 
may, upon giving reasonable notice and 
opportunity for hearing to the applicant, 
withhold, in whole or in part, further 
payments to the applicant pending ac- 
tion based on such hearing or until there 
is no longer any failure to comply. 


§ 601.31 Final settlement. 


If an examination or audit discloses 
that an overpayment has been made to 
the grantee, the total of such overpay- 
ment shall constitute a debt owed by the 
grantee to the United States and if not 
paid to the United States shall be re- 
covered from the grantee or its succes- 
sors by set-off or other action as provided 
by law. 


Dated: January 17, 1968. 


Stewart L. UDALL, 
Secretary of the Interior. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-863; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Title 36—PARKS, FORESTS, 
AND MEMORIALS 


Chapter I—National Park Service, 
Department of the Interior 


PART 7—SPECIAL REGULATIONS, 
AREAS OF THE NATIONAL PARK 
SYSTEM 


Fredericksburg and Spotsylvania 
County Battlefields Memorial Na- 
tional Military Park, Va. 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant to 
the authority contained in section 3 of 
the Act of August 25, 1916 (39 Stat. 535), 
245 DM-I (27 F.R. 6395), National Park 
Service Order No. 34 (31 F.R. 4255), Re- 
gional Director, National Capital Region 
Order No. 3 (31 F.R. 8500), as amended, 
Part 7 of Title 36 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as set forth be- 
low. The purpose of this amendment is 
to revoke § 7.64 Fredericksburg and Spot- 
sylvania County Battlefields Memorial 
National Military Park. The regulations 
contained in this section are no longer 
needed in view of the provisions of Parts 
2 and 4 of this chapter. 

Inasmuch as this amendment makes 
only a technical change and will not 
impose any additional restrictions upon 
the public, advance publication and a 
delayed effective date are determined to 
be unnecessary, impractical, and not in 
the public interest. Therefore, this 
amendment shall take effect immediately 
upon publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Section 7.64 of Title 36 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is hereby revoked. 
(5 U.S.C. 553; 39 Stat. 535; 16 U.S.C. 3) 

WILLIAM R. HOLLOMon, 
Superintendent, Fredericksburg 
and Spotsylvania County Na- 
tional Military Park. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-861; Filed, Jan. 23, 
8:45 a.m.] 


1968; 


Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 
AND PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 


Chapter 14—Department of the 
Interior 


PART 14—1—GENERAL 


Pursuant to the authority of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, contained in 5 
U.S.C, 22, Part 14-1 of Chapter 14, Title 
41 of the Code of Federal Regulations is 
hereby revised in its entirety as set forth 
below. 


It is the general policy of the Depart- 
ment of the Interior to allow time for 
interested parties to take part in the 
public rule making process. However, be- 
cause this part is largely a general state- 
ment of Departmental policy and inter- 
nal procedure the rule making process 
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will be waived and this part will become 
effective upon publication in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 
Stewart L. UDALL, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


JANUARY 17, 1968. 


This chapter is effective upon publica- 
tion in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Sec. 


14-1.000 Scope of part. 


Subpart 14—1.0—Regulation System 


14-1.001 Scope of subpart. 
14~-1.002 Purpose. 

14-1.003 Authority. 
14~-1.004 Applicability. 
14~-1.006 Issuance. 
14-1.006-1 Code arrangement. 
14-1.006-2 Publication. 
14-1.007 Arrangement. 
14-1.007-1 General plan. 
14-1.007-2 Numbering. 
14-1.007-3 Citation. 

14-1.009 Deviation. 
14-1.009-2 Procedure. 


Subpart 14—1.2—Definition of Terms 


14-1.204 
14-1.205 
14-1.206 


Agency. 
Procuring activity. 
Head of the procuring activity. 


Subpart 14—1.3—General Policies 


14~-1.302 Procurement sources. 

14-1.302-3 Contracts between the Govern- 
ment and Government em- 
ployees or business concerns 
substantially owned or con- 
trolled by Government em- 
Ployees. 

Interior specifications. 

Index to Federal Specifications 
and Standards. 

Availability of copies of speci- 
fications and standards. 

Use of liquidated damages pro- 
visions in procurement con- 
tracts. 

14-1.315-2 Policy. 


Subpart 14—1.6—Debarred, Suspended, and 
Ineligible Bidders 


Establishment and mainte- 
nance of a list of firms or 
individuals debarred, sus- 
pended or declared ineligible. 

Treatment to be accorded 
firms or individuals in de- 
barred, suspended, or ineligi- 
ble status. 

Causes and conditions applica- 
ble to determination of de- 
barment by an_ executive 
agency. 

Procedural requirements relat- 
ing to the imposition of 
debarment. 

Suspension of bidder. 

Causes and conditions under 
which executive agencies may 
suspend contractors. 

Notice of suspension. 

Agency procedure. 


14-1.305-50 
14-1.305-51 


14-1.305-52 
14-1.315 


14-1.602 


14-1.603 


14-1.604-1 


14-1.605 
14-1.605-1 


14-1.605-4 
14-1.606 


Subpart 14—1.7——Small Business Concerns 


14-1.702 Small business policies. 

14~-1.706 Procurement set-aside for small 
business. 

General. 

Review of SBA set-aside pro- 
posals. 

Certificate of competency pro- 
gram. 

Application and procedure. 

Corclusiveness of certificate of 
competency. 


14—1.706-1 
14~-1.706-2 


141.708 


14~1.708-2 
14-1.708-3 
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AvuTHorITy: The provisions of this Part 
14-1 issued under sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 
40 U.S.C. 486(c). 


§ 14—1.000 Scope of part. 


(a) The Federal Procurement Regu- 
lations System brings together, in Title 
41 of the Code of Federal Regulations, 
the procurement regulations applicable 
to the civilian agencies of the Govern- 
ment. This part establishes a system of 
Department of the Interior regulations 
(IPR) for the codification and publica- 
tion of policies and procedures of the 
Department which implement and sup- 
plement the Federal Procurement Regu- 
lations (FPR). 

(b) It is the basic policy of the De- 
partment to apply Federal Procurement 
Regulations. Thus, as to most elements 
of the procurement process, substantive 
guidelines will be found by reference 
thereto. FPR is published as Chapter 1 
of Title 41. IRP will be published as 
Chapter 14 of the same title. 


Subpart 14—-1.0—Regulation System 
§ 14—-1.001 Scope of subpart. 


This subpart establishes the Depart- 
ment of the Interior Procurement Regu- 
lations (IPR) and states their relation- 
ship to FPR. 


§ 14-1.002 Purpose. 


This subpart establishes for the De- 
partment of the Interior (Interior) 
uniform policies and procedures related 
to the procurement of personal prop- 
erty and nonpersonal services (includ- 
ing construction) and real property by 
lease. 


§ 14-1.003 Authority. 


IPR are prescribed by the Secretary 
under the Federal Property and Admin- 
istrative Services Act of 1949, as 
amended, or other authority specifically 
cited. 


§ 14-1.004 Applicability. 


IPR apply to all Bureaus and Offices 
in Interior to the extent indicated unless 
otherwise provided by law. IPR apply 
to procurements made within and 
outside the United States unless other- 
wise specified. 


§ 14-1.006 
§ 14-1.006-1 Code arrangement. 


IPR are issued in the Code of Federal 
Regulations as Chapter 14 of Title 41, 
Public Contracts and Property Manage- 
ment. Regulations which may be issued 
by the bureaus and offices of Interior 
will be identified by alphabetical desig- 
nations immediately following the De- 
partment Code (14), as illustrated below: 


14A—Office of the Secretary. 
14B—Office of Management Operations. 
14C—Bureau of Commercial Fisheries. 
14D—Bureau of Sport Fisheries. 
14E—Bureau of Mines. 
14F—Geologica] Survey. 

14G—Office of Coal Research. 
14H—Bureau of Indian Affairs. 
14J—Bureau of Land Management. 


Issuance. 


14K—National Park Service. 

14L—Office of Territories. 

14M—The Alaska Power Administration. 

14N—Bureau of Outdoor Recreation. 

14P—Federal Water Pollution Control Ad- 
ministration. 

14R—Office of Saline Water. 

14S—Bureau of Reclamation. . 

14T—Bonneville Power Administration. 

14U—Southeastern Power Administration. 

14W—Southwestern Power Administration. 

14Z—Defense Electric Power Administration. 


§ 14—1.006-2 Publication. 


IPR will be published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER and in separate looseleaf form 
and in a distinctive light blue color. 


§ 14-1.007 Arrangement. 
§ 14—-1.007-1 General plan. 


The general plan, numbering system, 
and nomenclature used in IPR conform 
to the FepERAL REGISTER standards ap- 
proved for FPR. 


§ 14-1.007-2 Numbering. 


For ease in identification the number- 
ing system and part, subpart, and section 
titles used in IPR generally conform 
with those used in FPR. 


§ 14-1.007-3 Citation. 


IPR may be cited as indicated below. 
This section, when referred to, should be 
cited as “IPR 14-1.007-3.” When referred 
to formally in official documents such as 
legal briefs, the section should be cited 
as “41 CFR 14-1.007-3.” 


§ 14-1.009 Deviation. 
§ 14—-1.009-2 Procedure. 


Deviations from FPR and IPR shall be 
kept to a minimum and controlled as 
follows: 

(a) Deviations in both individual cases 
and classes of cases must be approved in 
advance by the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration. Requests for approval of 
such deviations shall be submitted by the 
heads of Bureaus and Offices to the As- 
sistant Secretary for Administration. The 
requests shall cite the specific part of 
FPR or IPR from which it is desired to 
deviate, shall set forth the nature of the 
deviations, and shall give the reasons for 
the action requested. 


Subpart 14—1.2—Definition of Terms 
§ 14-1.204 Agency. 

“Agency” means the Department of the 
Interior. 
§ 14-1.205  Procuring activity. 


“Procuring Activity” means each 
bureau and office of Interior which has 
authority to contract for the procure- 
ment of personal property and nonper- 
sonal services (including construction). 


§ 14-1.206 


Head of the procuring activ- 
ity. 


“Head of the procuring activity” means 
the head of a bureau or office having 
overall responsibility for supervision and 
direction of procuring activities. 


Subpart 14—1.3—General Policies 


§ 14-1.302 Procurement sources. 
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§ 14-1.302-3 Contracts between the 

Government and Government em- 
ployees or business concerns substan- 
tially owned or controlled by Govern- 
ment employees. 


Proposed contracts with Government 
employees or business concerns substan- 
tially owned or controlled by Govern- 
ment employees shall be subject to the 
prior approval of the Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


§ 14-1.305-50 Interior specifications. 


(a) Definition. A specification pre- 
pared by a bureau or office of Interior to 
meet its recurring needs for specialized 
procurement peculiar to its needs, and for 
use by other bureaus and offices as need 
therefor arises. 

(b) Responsibility. Bureaus and offices 
of Interior will be responsible for the de- 
velopment and maintenance of specifica- 
tions which fall within their respective 
areas of operation. 

§ 14—1.305-51 Index to Federal Speci- 
fications and Standards. 

The “Index of Federal Specifications 
and Standards” is issued annually, with 
monthly cumulative supplements. This 
index contains general information on 
the use and ordering of Federal Specifi- 
cations and Standards, and other avail- 
able Governmental specifications, includ- 
ing Emergency Federal Specifications, 
GSA Specifications, and Departmental 
Specifications (issued by various Federal 
agencies) which, as a rule, have general 
application and scope and may be used 
by all agencies. 

§ 14—1.305-52 Availability of copies of 
specifications and standards, 

When Federal Specifications and 
Standards are used, copies should be on 
file in the office issuing the invitation, so 
that they may be examined by interested 
bidders. Prospective bidders should be 
advised in the invitation that copies of 
Federal Specifications and Standards 
may be purchased at a nominal cost from 
Business Service Centers of the General 
Services Administration Regional Offices. 
Other requirements may be obtained 
from the Federal Supply Service, GSA, 
Seventh and D Streets SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20407, by purchase order. Such other 
requirements will be furnished without 
charge unless they are substantial in 
quantity, in which event GSA may re- 
quire reimbursement. 


§ 14-1.315 Use of liquidated damages 


provisions in procurement contracts, 
§ 14-1.315-2 Policy. 


Contract for construction work shall 
contain a provision stipulating a reason- 
able dollar amount that will be assessed 
for liquidated damages for each calendar 
day of delay in the completion of the con- 
tract not excusable under the terms of 
the contract. 


Subpart 14—1.6—Debarred, Sus- 
pended and Ineligible Bidders 
§ 141.602 Establishment and mainte- 


nance of a list of firms or individuals 
debarred, suspended, or declared 
ineligible. 
The Office of Survey and Review shall 
maintain a consolidated list of firms and 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 





individuals debarred or suspended as re- 
quired by § 1—1.602. The list and all cor- 
respondence relating thereto are for ad- 
ministrative use only and are not to be 
disclosed to the public. The list will show 
the authority for and terms of the 
debarment or suspension. 


§ 14-1.603 Treatment to be accorded 
firms or individuals in debarred, sus- 
pended, or ineligible status. 


Administration of current contracts in 
all phases may be continued, and pay- 
ment of funds due may be made, not- 
withstanding the listing of a contractor, 
unless otherwise directed by the Assist- 
ant Secretary for Administration. The 
Assistant Secretary for Administration 
shall take action, when required, under 
§ 1-1.603 of this title. 


§ 14—-1.604 Causes and conditions appli- 
cable to determination of debarment 
by an executive agency. 

Determination to debar or take any 
other action concerning a firm or indi- 

vidual for a cause or condition for a 

specified period of time as provided in 

§ 1-1.604 of this title shall be made by the 

Assistant Secretary for Administration. 

Whenever cause for debarment becomes 

known to the head of a bureau or office, 

or a contracting officer thereof, the mat- 
ter shall be submitted, with the recom- 
mendations of the head of the bureau or 
office, to the Assistant Secretary for 
Administration for appropriate action. 


§ 14—-1.604—-1 Procedural requirements 
relating to the imposition of debar- 
ment. 


All actions required by this section 
shall be taken by the Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


§ 14-1.605 


§ 14—-1.605-1 Causes and conditions 
under which executive agencies may 
suspend contractors. 


All actions required by this section 
shall be taken by the Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


§ 14-1.6054 Notice of suspension. 


All actions required under this section 
shall be taken by the Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


§ 14-1.606 Agency procedure. 


The Assistant Secretary for Admin- 
istration shall establish and issue pro- 
curement instructions on internal proce- 
dures and methods for giving effect to 
Subpart 1-1.6 of Part 1-1 of this title. 


Suppart 14—-1.7—Small Business 
Concerns 
§ 14-1.702 Small business policies. 


Heads of bureaus and offices shall fol- 
low the specific small business policies in 
order to further the general policy stated 
in this section and in carrying out the 
purposes of the Small Business Act, .as 
amended, in accordance with § 1-1.705 of 
this title. 


§ 14-1.706 Procurement 
small business. 


§ 14-1.706—-1 General. 


Suspension of bidder. 


set-aside for 


It is the policy of Interior that each 
proposed contract with an estimated 
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value of $2,500 to $500,000 for construc- 
tion (including repair, maintenance and 
alteration) shall be considered to be 
initiated for award to a small business 
concern. 


§ 14—1.706-2 Review of SBA set-aside 
proposals. 


The Assistant Secretary for Adminis- 
tration will take all required actions on 
any appeals made under this section. 
When an appeal is received the head of 
the bureau or office concerned will for- 
ward all pertinent material pertaining 
to the appeal, together with his recom- 
mendation, to the Assistant Secretary 
for Administration. 


§ 14-1.708 Certificate of competency 
program. 

§ 14-1.708-2 Application and _ proce- 
dure. 


If the head of a bureau or office has 
doubt as to whether the unsatisfactory 
record of performance can reasonably be 
attributed solely to lack of capacity and 
credit, he shall forward all pertinent 
data, along with his recommendations, to 
the Assistant Secretary for Administra- 
tion for appropriate action. 


§ 14—1.708-3 Conclusiveness of certifi- 


cate of competency. 


If the head of a bureau or office has 
doubt as to a firm’s ability to perform, 
notwithstanding the issuance of a 
Certificate of Competency, he shall refer 
the matter, with his recommendation, to 
the Assistant Secretary for Administra- 
tion for appropriate action. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-865; Filed, Jan. 23, 
8:45 a.m.] 


1968; 


Title 42—PUBLIC HEALTH 


Chapter I—Public Health Service, De- 
partment of Health, Education, and 
Welfare 


SUBCHAPTER F—QUARANTINE, INSPECTION, 
LICENSING 


PART 73—BIOLOGICAL PRODUCTS 
Miscellaneous Amendments 
Correction 


In F.R. Doc. 68-354, appearing at page 
367 of the issue for Wednesday, Janu- 


ary 10, 1968, make the following 
changes: 

1. In § 73.36(f) (2) (i), third sentence, 
the word “Animal” should read 


“Animals” and the comma following the 
corrected word should be deleted. 


2. In §73.78(a) the last sentence 


. Should be deleted and the following 


substituted therefor: “An adjuvant shall 
not be introduced into a product unless 
there is satisfactory evidence that it does 
not affect adversely the safety or potency 
of the product. In no event shall the 
recommended individual dose of a bio- 
logical product contain more than 0.85 
milligram of aluminum, determined by 
assay, or more than 1.14 milligrams of 
aluminum, determined by calculation on 
the basis of the amount of aluminum 
compound added.” 





Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 


[7 CFR Part 1002] 
[Docket No. AO 71-A50] 


MILK IN NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY 
MARKETING AREA 


Notice of Extension of Time for Filing 
Exceptions to Recommended De- 
cision on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and to Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given that the time for filing exceptions 
to the recommended decision with re- 
spect to the proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of milk 
in the New York-New Jersey marketing 
area, which was issued December 29, 1967 
(33 F.R. 188), is hereby extended to 
February 18, 1968. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan- 
uary 18, 1968. 

JOHN C. BLUM, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-877; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


{7 CFR Part 1041 ] 
[Docket No. AO 72-A32] 


MILK IN NORTHWESTERN OHIO 
MARKETING AREA 


Notice of Hearing on Proposed 
Amendments to Tentative Market- 
ing Agreement and Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of a public hearing to be held at the 
Holiday Inn, U.S. 20 and Interstate 75, 
Perrysburg, Ohio, beginning at 10 a.m., 
local time, on January 31, 1968, with 
respect to proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order, regulating the handling of 
milk in the Northwestern Ohio marketing 
area. 

The public hearing is for the purpose 
of receiving evidence with respect to the 


economic and marketing conditions 
which relate to the proposed amend- 
ments,*hereinafter set forth, and any 
appropriate modifications thereof, to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order. Since the present Class I price 
provisions expire on March 31, 1968, this 
hearing has been called to consider the 
appropriate level of the Class I price 
differential for months after March 1968. 

The proposed amendments, set forth 
below, have not received the approval 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. 

Proposed by The Northwestern Co- 
operative Sales Association: 

Proposal No. 1. Review paragraph (a) 
and subparagraph (1) of § 1041.51 (Class 
I milk price) , to determine whether the 
present $1.45 or some other Class I price 
differential would be the appropriate 
Class I price differential for months fol- 
lowing March 1968. 

Proposal No. 2. Review the level of the 
Class I butterfat differential provided in 
§ 1041.52(a) in connection with consid- 
eration of Proposal No. 1. 

Proposed by the Dairy Division, Con- 
sumer and Marketing Service: 

Proposal No. 3. Make such changes as 
may be necessary to make the entire 
marketing agreement and the order con- 
form with any amendments thereto that 
may result from this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and 
the order may be procured from the 
Market Administrator, Fred W. Issler, 
312 Davis Building, 151 Michigan Street, 
Toledo, Ohio 43624, or from the Hearing 
Clerk, Room 112-A, Administration 
Building, U.S. Department of Agricul- 
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250 or may be 
there inspected. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Janu- 
ary 19, 1968. 

JOHN C. BLuMm, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-903; Filed, Jan. 238, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 


{14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No. 68—-AL-1] 


CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 


Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
which would alter the Gulkana, Alaska, 
control zone. 


The Gulkana VOR is expected to be 
commissioned on or about February 1, 
1968. In order to provide protected air- 
space for new VOR instrument approach 
procedures to Runways 14/32, it is neces- 
sary to modify the control zone exten- 
sion to the north and add a control zone 
extension to the south. 

The Gulkana, Alaska, control zone 
is presently described as that airspace 
within a 5-mile radius of the Gulkana 
Airport (latitude 62°09’20’’ N., longitude 
145°27'15’’ W.) ; within 2 miles each side 
of the 357° T (329° M) bearing from the 
Gulkana RR extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 8 miles north of the RR; 
and within 2 miles each side of the 
Gulkana TACAN 350° T (322° M) radial 
extending from the 5-mile radius zone to 
12 miles north of the TACAN. 

The Federal Aviation Administration, 
having completed a review of the con- 
trol zone airspace requirements attend- 
ant to the implementation of the new 
VOR procedures, proposes to amend the 
control zone as follows: 


Within a 5-mile radius of the Gulkana Air- 
port (lattitude 60°09’20’’ N., longitude 145°- 
27'15’’ W.); within 3 miles each side of the 
Gulkana VOR 349° T (321° M) radial ex- 
tending from the 5-mile radius zone to 13.5 
miles north of the VOR; and within 2 miles 
each side of the Gulkana VOR 182° T (154° 
M) radial extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 8 miles south of the VOR. 


The added control zone extension to the 
south and modified extension to the 
north in conjunction with the standard 
5-mile radius zone would provide the 
necessary airspace to protect aircraft 
executing prescribed instrument ap- 
proach/departure procedures. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air 
Traffic Division, Alaskan Region, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 632 Sixth Ave- 
nue, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. All com- 
munications received within 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the Fepera. 
REGISTER will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendments. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal con- 
ferences with Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration officials may be made by contact- 
ing the Chief, Air Traffic Division. Any 
data, views, or arguments presented dur- 
ing such conferences must also be sub- 
mitted in writing in accordance with this 
notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, 632 Sixth Ave- 
nue, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. 
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(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958; 
49 U.S.C. 1340) 


Issued in Anchorage, Alaska, on Jan- 
uary 15, 1968. 
LyLe K. Brown, 
Director, Alaskan Region. 


|F.R. Doc. 68-869; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No. 67—AL-12] 


CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 


Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amendments to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would alter the control zone and tran- 
sition area at Annette Island, Alaska. 

As parts of these proposals relate to the 
navigable airspace outside the United 
States, this notice is submitted in con- 
sonance with the ICAO International 
Standards and Recommended Practices. 

Applicability of International Stand- 
ards and Recommended Practices, by the 
Air Traffic Service, FAA, in areas out- 
side domestic airspace of the United 
States is governed by Article 12 and 
Annex 11 to the Convention on Interna- 
tional Civil Aviation (ICAO), which per- 
tains to the establishment of air naviga- 
tion facilities and services necessary to 
promoting the safe, orderly, and ex- 
peditious flow of civil air traffic. Its 
purpose is to insure that civil flying on 
international air routes is carried out 
under uniform conditions designed to im- 
prove the safety and efficiency of air 
operations. 

The International Standards and 
Recommended Practices in Annex 11 
apply in those parts of the airspace 
under the jurisdiction of a contracting 
state, derived from ICAO, wherein air 
traffic services are provided and also 
whenever a contracting state accepts the 
responsibility of. providing air traffic 
services over high seas or in airspace of 
undetermined sovereignty. A contracting 
state accepting such responsibility may 
apply the International Standards and 
Recommended Practices to civil aircraft 
in a manner consistent with that adopted 
for airspace under its domestic jurisdic- 
tion. 

In accordance with Article 3 of the 
Convention on International Civil Avia- 
tion, Chicago, 1944, state aircraft are 
exempt from the provisions of Annex 11 
and its Standards and Recommended 
Practices. As a contracting state, the 
United States agreed by Article 3(d) 
that its state aircraft will be operated 
in international airspace with due regard 
for the safety of civil aircraft. 

Since this action involves, in part, the 
designation of navigable airspace out- 
side the United States, the Administra- 
tor has consulted with the Secretary of 
State and the Secretary of Defense in 
accordance with the provisions of 
Executive Order 10854. 


Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num- 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Alaskan Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, 632 Sixth Avenue, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99501. All communi- 
cations received within 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendments. 
The proposals contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina- 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The proposals contained in this dock- 
et would alter the controlled airspace 
at Annette Island, Alaska, as follows: 

1. The Annette Island control zone 
would be redescribed as that airspace 
within a 5-mile radius of the Annette 
Island Airport (lat. 55°02’34’’ N., long. 
131°34’14’’ W.); within 3 miles each side 
of the Annette Island VOR 170° True 
radial, extending from the 5-mile radius 
zone to 12 miles south of the VOR, and 
within 2 miles each side of the Annette 
Island VOR 311° True radial, extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles 
northwest of the VOR. 

2. The Annette Island transition area 
would be redescribed as that airspace 
extending upward from 700 feet above 
the surface within a 14-mile radius of 
the Annette Island VOR; within 5 miles 
southwest of the 331° True bearing from 
the Gravina Island RBN, extending from 
the 14-mile radius area to 8 miles north- 
west of the RBN; and that airspace ex- 
tending upward from 1,200 feet above the 
surface within 6 miles northeast and 9 
miles southwest of the Annette Island 
radio range northwest course, extending 
from the RR to 28 miles northwest of 
the RR; and within 14 miles northeast 
and 22 miles southwest of the Annette 
Island VOR 150° True radial, extending 
from the VOR to 30 miles southeast of 
the VOR; excluding the portion outside 
the United States. 

The proposed changes to the control 
zone and transition area are necessary 
to provide controlled airspace for air- 
craft executing instrument approach, 
missed approach, departure and holding 
procedures at Annette Island. 

These amendments are proposed under 
the authority of sections 307(a) and 1110 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1348 and 1510) and Executive 
Order 10854 (24 F.R. 9565). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu- 
ary 18, 1968. 
T. McCorMACK, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-870; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


‘Airport Station, 


{14 CFR Part 71] 
| Airspace Docket No. 67-WE-74| 


FEDERAL AIRWAYS 
Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amendments to Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would accomplish the following actions: 

1. Realign V-2 from Ellensburg, Wash., 
to Spokane, Wash., via Moses Lake, 
Wash., with a 1,200—-foot AGL floor. 

2. Realign and extend V-448 from 
Yakima, Wash., to Spokane via Moses 
Lake with a 1,200-foot AGL floor. 

3. Renumber V-2 from Ephrata, Wash.., 
to Spokane as V-2N alternate and retain 
the 1,200-foot AGL floor. 

4. Renumber V-2 from Ellensburg to 
Ephrata as V-336 and retain the 1,200- 
foot AGL floor. 

5. Revoke V-2 south alternate from 
Ephrata to Spokane. 

6. Revoke the Beverly, Wash., transi- 
tion area. 

The proposed realignment of V-2 and 
V-448 via Moses Lake would provide 
access to Grant County Airport from the 
airway structure. The proposed exten- 
sion of V-448 would provide a more 
direct and single numbered airway 
between Portland, Oreg., and Spokane. 
The renumbering of V—2 from Ellensburg 
to Ephrata and from Ephrata to Spo- 
kane would be necessary as the number 
V-2 would be assigned to the segment 
of the airway via Moses Lake. V-2 south 
alternate from Ephrata to Spokane is no 
longer required for air traffic control 
purposes and could be revoked. With the 
realignment of V-448, the Beverly tran- 
sition area would no longer serve a use- 
ful purpose and would be revoked. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num- 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Western Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, 5651 West Man- 
chester Avenue, Post Office Box 90007, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
90009. All communications received 
within 30 days after publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendments. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina- 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

These amendments are proposed un- 
der the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 
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Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu- 
ary 18, 1968. 
T. McCormack, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 


68-871; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[14 CFR Part 71] 
| Airspace Docket No. 67—CE-175] 


TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
alter the transition area at Des Moines, 
Iowa. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Central Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Federal Building, 
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 
64106. All communications received with- 
in 45 days after publication of this notice 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER will be con- 
sidered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but arrange- 
ments for informal conferences with 
Federal Aviation Administration officials 
may be made by contacting the Regional 
Air Traffic Division Chief. 

Any data, views, or arguments pre- 
sented during such conferences must 
also be submitted in writing in accord- 
ance with this notice in order to become 
part of the record for consideration, The 
proposal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Federal Build- 
ing, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Mo. 64106. 

Due to an increase in air traffic over 
the State of Iowa additional controlled 
airspace is needed so that the Chicago 
Air Route Traffic Control Center can 
provide more effective and efficient radar 
vectoring services to IFR aircraft transi- 
tioning between airways and operating 
on random routings to and from Des 
Moines, Lamoni, and Cedar Rapids, Iowa, 
Kirksville and Kansas City, Mo., and 
Omaha, Nebr. In order to provide these 
services it is necessary to alter the Des 
Moines, Iowa, transition area by adding 
thereto a 3,500-foot MSL transition area. 
The present designations of the Des 
Moines 700-foot and 1,200-foot floor 
transition areas will not be changed as a 
result of this proposal. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro- 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In § 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148), the follow- 
ing transition area is amended to read: 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


Des MoInss, Iowa 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 18-mile 
radius of Des Moines Municipal Airport 
(latitude 41°32’05’’ W., longitude 93°39'35’’ 
W.); that airspace extending upward from 
1,200 feet above the surface beginning north- 
east of Des Moines at latitude 42°00’00’’ N., 
longitude 92°53’00’’ W., thence west along 
latitude 42°00’00’’ N. to and south along 
longitude 94°00'00’"’ W., to and west along 
the south edge of V-172, to and south along 
longitude 94°42’00’’ W., to and east along the 
north edge of V-6, to longitude 94°25’00’’ W., 
thence southeast to latitude 40°56’30’’ N., 
longitude 93°54’00’’ N., thence east to lati- 
tude 41°10’00’’ N., longitude 92°53’00’’ W.., 
thence north to the point of beginning; and 
that airspace extending upward from 3,500 
feet MSL bounded by a line starting at the 
intersection of longitude 92°57'00’’ W., and 
the southwest edge of V-52, thence southeast 
along V-—52 to and southwest along the north 
edge of V-216, to and north along longitude 
95°00’00’’ W., to and east along the south 
edge of V-6S to the intersection of the south 
edge of V-6S and longitude 94°10'15’’ W., 
thence southeast to latitude 40°56’30’’ N., 
longitude 93°54'00’’ W., thence northeast to 
the point of beginning. 


This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on Jan- 
uary 5, 1968. 

DANIEL E. Barrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-874; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 71] 
[Airspace Docket No. 67-CE-178] 


TRANSITION AREA 


Proposed Designation 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering amending Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
designate a transition area at Bedford, 
Ind. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Central Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Federal Building, 
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo. 
64106. All communications received 
within 45 days after publication of this 
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hear- 
ing is contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. 

Any data, views, or arguments pre- 
sented during such conferences must also 
be submitted in writing in accordance 
with this notice in order to become part 
of the record for consideration. The pro- 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 


A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Federal Build- 
ing, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, 
Mo. 64106. 

As a result of the development of a 
public use instrument approach pro- 
cedure to serve Grissom Municipal 
Airport, Bedford, Ind., utilizing the 
Bloomington, Ind., VOR and the Scot- 
land, Ind., VORTAC as navigational 
aids, it is necessary to designate a 
700-foot floor transition area at Bedford, 
Ind., in order to provide controlled air- 
space protection for aircraft executing 
this approach procedure. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
Federal Aviation Administration pro- 
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations as hereinafter set 
forth: 

In § 71.181 (32 F.R. 2148), the follow- 
ing transition area is added: 


BeprorD, IND. 


That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within a 6-mile radius 
of Grissom Municipal Airport (latitude 
38°50'25’’ N., longitude 86°26’45’’ W.); and 
within 2 miles each side of the Bloomington, 
Ind., VOR 157° radial extending from the 
6-mile radius to 16 miles southeast of the 
VOR. 


This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 


Issued at Kansas City, Mo., on Janu- 
ary 5, 1968. 
DanIEL E. Barrow, 
Acting Director, Central Region. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-875; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[14 CFR Part 75] 
[Airspace Docket No. 67—-CE-163] 


JET ROUTE 


Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration is 
considering an amendment to Part 75 of 
the Federal Aviation Reguiations that 
would revoke the segment of J—134 from 
Wichita, Kans., to Kansas City, Mo., and 
designate a new segment of J-134 from 
Wichita to St. Louis, Mo., via Butler, Mo. 

This action would establish a segment 
of a southern jet route from Los Angeles, 
Calif., to Washington, D.C., circumvent- 
ing the Kansas City terminal area. 


Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num- 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Central Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, 601 East 12th 
Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106. All com- 
munications received within 30 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER will be considered be- 
fore action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. 
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An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina- 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Jan- 
uary 17, 1968. 
H. B. HELSTROM, 
Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division. 


68-872; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[14 CFR Part 751] 
[Airspace Docket No. 67-EA-127] 
JET ROUTE 
Proposed Alteration 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 75 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


of the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would realign Jet Route No. 24 segment 
from Charleston, W. Va., direct to Rich- 
mond, Va. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num- 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Eastern Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Federal Building, 
John F. Kennedy International Airport, 
Jamaica, N.Y. 11430. All communications 
received within 30 days after publication 
of this notice in the FreperaL REGISTER 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. The pro- 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal 
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docket also will be available for examina- 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
proposes to realign J—24 from Charleston 
direct to Richmond, Va. Westbound tur- 
bojet aircraft departing Langley, Va. 
AFB are routed via Langley Standard 
Instrument Departure Procedure No. 2 
with an assigned Richmond VORTAC 
transition procedure, and are issued ad- 
ditional clearance from Richmond direct 
Flat Rock, Va., thence via J-24. The pro- 
posed jet route realignment would re- 
duce controller phraseology and would 
also eliminate a frequency change to ac- 
commodate the Langley SID-2 procedure. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of section 307(a) of the Fed- 
eral Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Janu- 
ary 18, 1968. 
T. McCorMaAck, 
Acting Chief, Airspace and 
Air Traffic Rules Division. 


68-873; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
CALIFORNIA 


Notice of Termination of Proposed 
Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands 

JANUARY 16, 1968. 


Notice of a Bureau of Reclamation 
application, serial No. Los Angeles 
0154308, for withdrawal and reservation 
of lands for watershed protection and 
control purposes in connection with the 
Ventura River Project, California, was 
published as F.R. Doc. 58-7824, on page 
7469 of the issue for September 25, 1958, 
as amended by F.R. Doc. 58-8758, on 
page 8163 of the issue for October 23, 
1958. The applicant agency has canceled 
its application in its entirety. The lands 
involved in the application are described 
below: 


SAN BERNARDINO MERIDIAN, CALIFORNIA 


T.5N.,R. 22 W., 

Sec. 6, lots 21 and 22, E4.SwW',; 

Sec. 7, lots 1, 2,3, and 4, E%4, E4,.W'4; 

Sec. 18. 

T.4N., R. 23 W., 

Sec. 5, lots 1, 2,3, and 4; 

Sec. 6, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, Si,NE%, SE%4 
SW, SE%; 

Sec. 7, lots 1, 2,3, 6, and 7. 

T.5N.,R. 23 W., 

Sec. 1, lots 13 to 20, inclusive, S14; 

Sec. 2, lots 13 to 20, inclusive, S14; 

Sec. 3, lots 17 to 20, inclusive, S12; 

Sec. 4,812; 

Sec. 5, lots 13, 19, and 20, S14; 

Sec. 6, lots 4 and 5, 11 to 22, 
E4,8SW\4, SE; 

Sec. 7, lots 1, 2,3, and 4, E14, E,W; 

Secs. 8 to 15, inclusive; 

Sec. 16, N%, NYS, 
SE\,; 

Sec. 17; 

Sec. 18, lots 1, 2,3, and 4,E14,E%W',; 

Sec. 19, lots 1, 2, and 3, NE4%, EXANW'4, 
NEY,SW\4,,N',SE\%, SE%4SE\4; 

Sec. 20,N12,SW4,N\%.SE%4,SW'%4SE\4; 

Sec. 21, NE4,NE\4, S!,NEl,,, SEY4NW',, 
EY,SW\,, SE; 

Secs. 22 to 24, inclusive; 

Sec. 27; 

Sec. 28, N14, N14SE%4; 

Sec. 29, SE'4NE\4, 
S\4SE\%,; 

Sec. 30, SW1%44NE4,,S1,NW4,S%4; 

Sec. 31, lots 1, 2,3, and 4, E44, E,W; 

Sec. 32; 

Sec. 33, lot 3,N'44SW%4,SW4SW,; 

Sec. 34, NYZNW. 

T.6N., R. 23 W., 

Sec. 30, lot 4; 

Sec. 31, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, E%, EW; 

Sec. 32,W14, SE. 

T.4N.,R.24W., 

Sec. 1, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, SWY44,NEY, 
NY,SEYNEY4, SWYNWY, NWYSWY,, 
S4%SW,;: 

Secs. 2 to 4, inclusive; 

Sec. 5, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, S44N%, SW% 
SW%4,N%.SE\4, SEYSE4; 


inclusive, 


SWY4,8SW%, SE% 


SW'44NW'Y%4, SW, 


Notices 


Sec. 6, lots 1 and 2,S14NE\4, SE; 

Secs. 8 to 11, inclusive; 

Sec. 12, lot 1, W4%4NEY%, NW%, NSW, 
SWY4%4SW'\%4,NW4SE\%4; 

Sec. 14,N1,NE%4,NW'4; 

Sec. 15, N44, NEY4SW%4,N'12SE%4; 

Sec. 16; 

Sec. 17,N1%4,SW14,N'1,SE\%4; 

Sec. 19, E1,E\,; 

Sec. 20, NW%4, NY%SWY,, 
SE; 

Sec. 21, NYNEY, NWIGNWY,, 
NW'4SE\4; 

Sec. 22, SE4,NE4,S1,.8SW4,SW%4SE\%4; 

Sec. 23, lot 2; 

Sec. 27, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, WK,NE\%, 
EY%NWY, NWYNWY, NWYSW, S% 
SWY,, W'.SE\%4; 

Sec. 28, N\%4; 

Sec. 29, NE4,N1,NW\,. 

.5N.,R. 24W., 

Sec. 1, lots 1 to 16, inclusive, S'2N%,S'%; 

Sec. 2; 

Sec. 3, lots 1 and 2,NE%4,S14NW4%4,S%; 

Sec. 4, lots 1, 2,3,and 4,S144N%,S%; 

Sec. 5, lots 1, 2,3,and 4,S144N%,S%; 

Sec. 6, lots 1 to 7, inclusive, SYZNE%, 
SEY,NW'\,, E4.SW%, SE; 

Sec. 7, lots 1, 2,3, and 4,E%4, E,W; 

Sec. 8; 

Sec. 9,N14, SE\4; 

Secs. 10 to 14, inclusive; 

Sec. 15, N144N%,SW'44NE%,S'1.NWY,,S8'2:; 

Sec. 16, EAZNWY%, W'2SW%4, SEYSWY, 
NESEY, SW%4SE\,; 

Sec. 17; 

Sec. 18, lots 1, 2,3, and 4, E42, E,W; 

Sec. 19, lots 1, 2,3, and 4, E44, E42W'4; 

Secs. 20 and 21; 

Sec. 22, EY,.NEY4, W1,ANW,; 

Sec. 23, N14N\,, E4.SW%4,S%SE\4; 

Sec. 24,N144,,8S%4SW'%4,SW4%4SE\,; 

Secs. 25 to 29, inclusive; 

Sec. 30, lots 1 and 2, NE4, E14,.NW14,S8'%; 

Secs. 31 to 36, inclusive. 

.6N., R. 24 W., 

Sec. 20, lots 1,2,3,and 4,E\,E\%4; 

Sec. 21,84; 

Sec. 25,SwW'44SW,; 

Secs. 26 to 28, :nclusive; 

Sec. 29, lots 1, 2,3, and 4, E44E'%4; 

Sec. 32, lots 1, 2,3, and 4, E44E'4; 

Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive. 

.5N., R. 25 W., 

Sec. 1, lots 1,2,3,and 4,S14N%,S8%; 

Sec. 2, lots 1, 2, 3, and 4, S1ZNE\4, 
SEYNW\4, NESW, SE; 

Sec. 11, NE14NE\,; 

Secs. 12 and 13; 

Sec. 24, NEY44,NE\,. 

.6N., R. 25 W., 

Sec. 13; 

Secs. 24 and 25; 

Sec. 35, E\4; 

Sec. 36. 


NW%4SE%4, S% 


N¥YSW%, 


Also all of that unsurveyed area, contain- 
ing approximately 4,500 acres, that exists as 
a hiatus between the northerly boundary 
line of Sections 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, T. 5 N., 
R. 24 W., and the southerly boundary line 
of T. 6 N., R. 24 W., and lying between the 
northerly prolongation of the easterly bound- 
ary line of said Section 2, T.5 N., R. 24 W., 
and the northerly prolongation of the west- 
erly boundary line of said T. 5 N., R. 24 
W., SBM. 


The areas described aggregate approx- 
imately 69,305.00 acres of land in the Los 
Padres National Forest in Ventura and 
Santa Barbara Counties, Calif. 

Therefore, pursuant to the regulations 
contained in 43 CFR Part 2311, such 
lands at 10 a.m. on March 4, 1968, will be 
relieved of the segregative effect of the 
above mentioned application. 


Ira J. PEAvy, 
Acting Manager. 


68-859; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[Serial No. N-1021] 
NEVADA 
Notice of Public Sale 


JANUARY 15, 1968. 


Under the provisions of the Public 
Land Sale Act of September 19, 1964 (78 
Stat. 988, 43 U.S.C. 1421-1427), 43 CFR 
Subpart 2243, a tract of land will be of- 
fered for sale to the highest bidder at a 
sale to be held at 1:30 p.m., local time on 
Wednesday, February 28, 1968, at the 
Battle Mountain District Office, Bureau 
of Land Management, Second and Scott 
Streets, Battle Mountain, Nev. 89820. 
The land is described as follows: 


MountT DIABLO MERIDIAN, NEVADA 


T. 25 N., R. 41 E., 
Sec. 33, EXZW',. 


The area described contains 160 acres. 
The appraised value of the tract is $1,280 
and the publication costs to be assessed 
are $10. 


The land will be sold subject to all 
valid existing rights. Reservations will 
be made to the United States for ditches 
and canals in accordance with the Act 
of August 30, 1890 (26 Stat. 391; 43 U.S.C. 
945). All minerals are to be reserved to 
the United States and withdrawn from 
appropriation under the public land laws, 
including the general mining laws. 

Bids may be made by the principal or 
his agent, either at the sale, or by mail. 
Bids must be for all the land in the 
parcel. A bid for less than the appraised 
value of the land is unacceptable. Bids 
sent by mail will be considered only if 
received at the Battle Mountain District 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
Post Office Box 194, Battle Mountain, 
Nev. 89820, prior to 1:30 p.m., on Wednes- 
day, February 28, 1968. Bids made 
prior to the public auction must be in 
sealed envelopes, and accompanied by 
certified checks, postal money orders, 
bank drafts, or cashier’s checks, payable 
to the Bureau of Land Management, for 
the full amount of the bid plus publica- 
tion costs. The envelopes must be 
marked in the lower left-hand corner 
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“Public Sale Bid, Parcel No. 1, sale of 
February 28, 1968.” 

The authorized officer shall publicly 
declare the highest qualifying sealed bid 
received. Oral bids shall then be invited 
in specified increments. After oral bids, 
if any, are received, the authorized officer 
shall declare the high bid. A successful 
oral bidder must submit a guaranteed re- 
mittance, in full payment for the tract 
and cost of publication, before 3:30 p.m. 
of the day of the sale. 

If no bids are received for the sale 
tract on Wednesday, February 28, 1968, 
the tracts will be reoffered on the first 
Tuesday of subsequent months at 1:30 
p.m., beginning March 5, 1968. 

Any adverse claimants to the above 
described land should file their claims, 
or objections, with the undersigned be- 
fore the time designated for sale. . 

The land described in this notice has 
been segregated from all forms of ap- 
propriation, including locations under 
the general mining laws, except for sale 
under this Act, from the date of the 
proposed classification decision. Inquiries 
concerning this sale should be addressed 
to the Land Office Manager, Bureau of 
Land Management, Room 3008 Federal 
Building, 300 Booth Street, Reno, Nev. 
89502, or to the District Manager, Bu- 
reau of Land Management, Post Office 
Box 194, Second and Scott Streets, Battle 
Mountain, Nev. 89820. 


Ro.ia E. CHANDLER, 
Manager, Nevada Land Office. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-860; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Federal Water Pollution Control 
Administration 


COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAMS FOR 
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL 


Treatment Works Needs of States, 
Municipalities, Interstate and Inter- 
municipal Agencies 


The list of locations for which treat- 
ment works needs are included in com- 
prehensive programs prepared or devel- 
oped pursuant to section 3 of the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act, as amended 
(70 Stat. 498, 33 U.S.C. 466a) which was 
published at 21 F.R. 8670 on November 9, 
1956, and amended and published at 22 
F.R. 678 on February 1, 1957, and further 
amended and published at 22 F.R. 2784 
on April 20, 1957, is rescinded. 

Determination of inclusion of treat- 
ment works construction projects within 
comprehensive programs prepared or de- 
veloped pursuant to section 3 of the Fed- 
eral Water Pollution Control Act, as 
amended (70 Stat. 498, 33 US.C. 466a) 
shall be made in accordance with 18 CFR 
601.25(c). 


Dated: January 17, 1968. 


STEWankrT L. UDALL, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


{[F.R. Doc. 68-864; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 


NOTICES 


Fish and Wildlife Service 


DEPREDATING COMMON MERGAN- 
SERS (AMERICAN MERGANSERS) 


Order Permitting Killing In, On, or Over 
Designated Lakes and Streams in 
Western Washington 


It has been determined from investi- 
gations and observations made by the 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife 
and the Washington State Department 
of Game that large numbers of wintering 
American mergansers are causing se- 
rious damage to trout populations in cer- 
tain lakes and streams in Western Wash- 
ington. It was further determined that 
these depredations can best be mini- 
mized or alleviated by permitting depre- 
dating common mergansers (American 
mergansers) to be killed and taken by 
shooting in any affected areas under 
specific conditions and restrictions. This 
order will become effective at the begin- 
ning of the calendar day on which it is 
published in the FEepERAL REGISTER. Ac- 
cordingly, pursuant to authority con- 
tained in § 16.25, Title 50, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations, it is ordered as fol- 
lows: 

1. (a) Common mergansers (Ameri- 
can mergansers) may be killed by shoot- 
ing only with a shotgun not larger than 
No. 10 gauge fired from the shoulder, 
during the daylight hours only, on or 
over the following lakes and streams in 
western Washington when committing or 
about to commit serious depredations 
upon trout populations: 


CLALLAM COUNTY 
Sutherland Lake. 

CowLitTz COUNTY 
Yale Reservoir. 


Grays Harsor County 


Failor Lake. 
ISLAND COUNTY 
Cranberry Lake. 
JEFFERSON COUNTY 
Crocker Lake. Leland Lake. 
KiInGc CouNTY 
Ames Lake. Pine Lake. 
Beaver Lake. Shadow Lake. 
Desire Lake. Shady Lake. 
Joy Lake. Star Lake. 
Meridian Lake. Steel Lake. 


Morton Lake. 
North Lake. 


Wilderness Lake. 


Kitsap CouNTY 


Horseshoe Lake. 
Island Lake. 
Kitsap Lake. 
Mission Lake. 


Scout Lake. 
Tiger Lake. 
Wildcat Lake. 


Mason County 


Aldrich Lake. Panther Lake. 


Benson Lake. Phillips Lake. 
Cady Lake. Spencer Lake. 
Clara Lake. Tiger Lake. 
Devereaux Lake. Trails End Lake. 
Haven Lake. Trask Lake. 
Isabelia Lake. Twin Lake. 

Lost Lake. U Lake. 


Nahwatzel Lake. Wooten Lake. 
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PaciFic CoUuNTY 
Loomis Lake. 

Pierce CouNTY 
American Lake. Clear Lake (Eaton- 
Bay Lake. ville). 

Crescent Lake. 
San Juan CouUNTY 

Hummel Lake. 

SKacir County 


Hart Lake. 
Pass Lake. 


Beaver Lake. 
Cavanaugh Lake. 
Clear Lake. 


SNOHOMISH COUNTY 


Martha Lake 
(Warm Beach). 

Roesiger Lake. 

Serene Lake 


Ballinger Lake. 

Bosworth Lake. 

Crabapple Lake. 
Plowing Lake. 


Goodwin Lake. (Hwy. 99). 
Ki Lake. Shoecraft Lake. 
Loma Lake. Silver Lake. 
Martha Lake Storm Lake. 
(Alderwood Wagner Lake. 
Manor). 
THURSTON COUNTY 
Clear Lake Lawrence Lake 
(Bald Hills). Summit Lake. 
Deep Lake. Ward Lake. 
Hicks Lake. 
WuHatcom CouNTY 
Silver Lake. 


STREAMS 


Bogachiel River. 
Chehalis River. Satsop River. 
Cowlitz River. Skagit River. 
Dosewallips River. Skokomish River. 
Duckabush River. Skykomish River. 
Dungeness River. Snohomish River. 
Elokomin River. Snoqualmie River. 
Grays River. Sol Duc River. 
Green River. Soos Creek. 

Hoh River. Stillaguamish River. 
Humptulips River. Tahuya River. 
Kalama River. Tilton River. 

Lewis River and Tolt River. 

Forks. Toutle River. 
Newaukum River. Union River. 
Nisqually River. Washougal River. 
Nooksack River. Willapa River. 
Puyallup River. Wind River. 
Salmon Creek. Wynooche River. 


(b) The authorization to kill mer- 
gansers, as contained in this order shall 
terminate on April 15, 1968: Provided, 
If prior to that date it is found that the 
emergency condition no longer exists, 
the killing of common mergansers 
(American mergansers) as permitted 
under this order will be terminated 
earlier by publication of an order of 
revocation in the FeperaL REGISTER. 

(c) Common mergansers (American 
mergansers) killed under the provisions 
of this order may be used for food and 
they may be donated to public museums 
or public scientific and educational in- 
stitutions for exhibition, scientific or 
educational purposes, but they may not 
be sold, offered for sale, bartered, or 
shipped for purposes of sale or barter, 
or be wantonly wasted or destroyed: 
Provided, That any American mergan- 
sers which cannot be utilized for the 
purposes stated in this paragraph be- 
cause of their unfitness for human con- 
sumption may be completely destroyed. 


Sammamish River. 
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2. This order does not permit the kill- 
ing of common mergansers (American 
mergansers) in violation of any State 
law or regulation. This order contem- 
plates emergency measures designed to 
aid in relieving depredations and is not 
to be construed as a reopening or exten- 
sion of any open hunting season pre- 
scribed by regulations promulgated 
under section 3 of the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act (sec. 3, 40 Stat. 755, as 
amended, 16 U.S.C. 704). 


JOHN S. GOTTSCHALK, 
Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 


JANUARY 19, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-879; Filed, Jan. 23, 
8:46 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Office of the Secretary 
NEW MEXICO 


Designation of Areas for Emergency 
Loans 


1968; 


For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con- 
solidated Farmers Home Administration 
Act of 1961 (7 U.S.C. 1961), it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter- 
named counties in the State of New 
Mexico, a natural disaster has caused 
a need for agricultural credit not readily 
available from commercial banks, coop- 
erative lending agencies, or other respon- 
sible sources. 

New Mexico 


Catron. San Juan. 


Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
in the above-named counties after 
June 30, 1968, except to applicants who 
previously received emergency or special 
livestock loan assistance and who can 
qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 19th 
day of January 1968. 


ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 
Secretary. 


68-904; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Maritime Administration 
C4 TROOPSHIPS 


Notice of Availability for Conversion 
and Restoration for Commercial 
Operation 


Pursuant to the Ship Exchange Act 
(section 510(i) of the Merchant Marine 
Act, 1936), as added by Public Law 
86-575 and amended by Public Law 
89-254, 46 U.S.C. 1160(i), four C4 troop- 
ships owned by the United States of 
America, represented by the Secretary of 
Commerce, acting by and through the 
Maritime Administrator, are available 


[P.R. Doc. 
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to nonsubsidized American steampship 
operators in exchange for their older and 
less efficient ships in accordance with 
the terms herein stated. Other disposi- 
tion: This notice of availability of the 
ships for exchange under the Ship Ex- 
change Act shall not preclude the Mari- 
time Administrator from pursuing such 
other disposition of the ships as he may 
deem to be in the best interest of the 
United States. As required by the Ship 
Exchange Act, approval of the Defense 
Department has been received for trade- 
out of these ships. 

(a) Basis for assignment. Exchange of 
these ships will be made in accordance 
with the provisions of the Ship Exchange 
Act and of General Order 92 (46 CFR 
Part 375) as published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER issue of March 1, 1962 (27 F.R. 
2011). However, for the purpose of mak- 
ing assignment of the ships, applications 
will be closely evaluated to determine the 
type of conversion and resulting effi- 
ciency of the ships, including suitability 
of the ship for military or national de- 
fense use and the extent of upgrading 
of the American Merchant Marine; the 
applicant’s operating ability; the appli- 
cant’s financial responsibility; and other 
factors having a bearing on the intent 
of the Ship Exchange Act. 

(b) Valuation. The basis for valuation 
of the traded-in and traded-out vessels 
will be the same as previously used in 
the case of the C4 troopships as an- 
nounced in the FEDERAL REGISTER issues 
of February 1, 1964 (29 F.R. 1665, 1667), 
April 14, 1964 (29 F.R. 5092), June 11, 
1964 (29 F.R. 7520), August 3, 1966 (31 
F.R. 10425), November 17, 1967 (32 F.R. 
15848) and December 30, 1967 (32 F.R. 
21043). 

(c) Applications. Applications for the 
exchange of ships shall be submitted to 
the Chief, Office of Ship Operations, 
Maritime Administration, Washington, 
D.C. 20235, on Form MA-182. To assist 
the Maritime Administration in arriving 
at a proper determination of the ship 
assignments, applicants shall furnish 
with their applications the following in- 
formation in the order listed: 

(1) A statement of the applicant’s 
ship operating ability and experience, 
including the number and types of Amer- 
ican flag ships presently owned and oper- 
ated by the applicant and the trades in 
which operated. 

(2) Names, official numbers, and types 
of ships to be traded in. 

(3) Financial resources available to 
the applicant and proposed method of 
financing. 

(4) Outline plans and description of 
the proposed ship conversions and, in 
the case of a containership, the dimen- 
sions of the containers to be used and 
the number to be carried. There shall 
also be included a description of the 
ship’s cargo handling capability. 

(5) Bale cubic and deadweight ca- 
pacity after conversion. 

(6) Estimated speed in knots after 
conversion. 

(7) Proposed manning schedule. 

(8) Estimated costs of proposed con- 
version and restoration for commercial 
operation. 


(9) Description of proposed 
mercial trade of traded-out ship. 

(10) Pro forma statement of antic- 
ipated operating results for operation 
in proposed commercial trade, on an 
annual basis. 

Applications must be received on or 
before February 15, 1968. 

(d) Ships available. The C4’s available 
for assignment are: 


com- 


Name Type Reserve fleet 


C4-S-Al1_.| Suisun Bay, Calif. 
C4-S-Al.. Do. 
C4S-Al.. Do. 


General M. L. Hersey. 
General W. F. Hase__- 
General J. H. McRae -! 
Marine Serpent 


C4-S-A3_.| Olympia, Wash. 


The principal characteristics of the 
C4 troopships are: 

Length overall—522’10’’; 
Beam—71’6’’; 

Speed—17 knots; 

Deadweight tonnage—approximately 


15,000. 


The notice of availability of 25 C4 
troopships published in the FEpERAL 
RecisterR of August 3, 1966 (21 FR. 
10425), is canceled and superseded by 
this notice as to the four C4 troopships 
named above. 

The notice of reallocation of five C4 
troopships published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER of May 25, 1967 (32 F.R. 7640), 
is amended by deleting therefrom the 
allocation of the C4 troopship “General 
J. H. McRae,” as this reallocation has 
heretofore been canceled. 

The notice of allocation of 10 C4 
troopships published in the FEpDERAL 
ReEGIsTER of September 7, 1967 (32 F.R. 
12809) , is amended by deleting therefrom 
the allocations therein shown of the C4 
troopships “General M. L. Hersey,” 
“General W. F. Hase,” and “Marine 
Serpent,” as those allocations have 
heretofore been canceled. 


Dated: January 19, 1968. 


By order of the Acting Maritime 
Administrator. 


JAMEs S. DAWSON, Jr., 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-905; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 


[Docket No. 50-241] 
MISSISSIPPI! STATE UNIVERSITY 
Order Extending Expiration Date 


By application dated December 19, 
1967, Mississippi State University re- 
quested an extension of the expiration 
date, January 31, 1968, of Provisional 
Construction Permit No. CPRR-91, as 
amended, which authorizes possession 
and storage of disassembled nuclear 
reactor components and of a small 
amount of special nuclear material on the 
University’s campus at State College, 
Miss. The basis for the University’s re- 
quest is that it wishes to continue pos- 
session and storage of the reactor com- 
ponents and fuel until such time as an 
application for a permit to construct the 
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reactor has been considered and a deci- 
sion whether to issue such permit has 
been reached by the Commission. The 
University has stated that it has not yet 
completed preparation of its Safety Anal- 
ysis Report to support such application. 

Accordingly, it is hereby ordered that 
the date specified in paragraph 5 for 
expiration of Provisional Construction 
Permit No. CPRR-91, as amended, is 
changed to July 31, 1969. 


Date of issuance: January 17, 1968. 
For the Atomic Energy Commission. 


Peter A. Morris, 
Director, 
Division of Reactor Licensing. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-876; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket Nos. 19051, 19052; Order No. E-26250] 
CONTINENTAL AIR LINES, INC. 
Order To Show Cause 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
17th day of January 1968. 

On September 27, 1967, Continental 
Air Lines filed two applications, the first 
seeking the addition of Colorado Springs, 
Colo., as an intermediate point on seg- 
ment 6 (Chicago-Kansas City-Denver- 
Los Angeles) of its route 29,° and the 
second requesting issuance of a show- 
cause order looking to the expedited 
grant to Continehtal of Colorado 
Springs-Chicago nonstop authority.* 

In support of its latter application 
Continental alleges that: The Board ex- 
plicitly found in 1958 that the public 
convenience and necessity required sin- 
gle-plane service by Continental in the 
Colorado Springs-Chicago/Los Angeles 
markets, and amended its certificate to 
authorize such service;* these markets 
were then too small to be served without 
a strong intermediate point, hence the 
authority granted was in the form of 
one-stop authority via Denver; Con- 
tinental actually operated Colorado 
Springs-Denver-Chicago single-plane 
service from May 1958 until February 


1Since Continental already holds unre- 
stricted authority between Colorado Springs; 
and Denver on segments 1 and 4, and between 
Colorado Springs and Kansas City on seg- 
ment 4, the sole effect of this amendment 
would be to improve its authority from one- 
stop to nonstop in the Colorado Springs- 
Chicago and Colorado Springs-Los Angeles 
markets. 

* The carrier states that it has no immedi- 
ate plans for Colorado Springs-Los Angeles 
nonstop service, but would anticipate pro- 
viding such service at a later date when the 
triffic justifies such service. In terms of local 
traffic, the Colorado Springs-Chicago and 
Colorado Springs-Los Angeles markets are 
approximately equal (49 vs. 48 daily O&D 
passengers in 1966), but the Chicago market 
is substantially larger in terms of interline 
connecting traffic (43 vs. 3 connecting pas- 
sengers in 1966). 

* Continental A.L., Certificate Amendment, 
26 C.A.B. 414 (1958), 
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1961, when it converted 411 of its Chicago 
service to large jet aircraft, which could 
not be economically operated over the 
66-mile Colorado Springs-Denver flight 
stage; Chicago is Colorado Springs’ sec- 
ond largest air travel market, with traffic 
growing more than 20 percent a year 
and rapidly approaching 100 O&D and 
connecting passengers a day,‘ and is now 
large enough to support the nonstop 
Boeing 727 service which Continental 
proposes to offer; the proposed nonstop 
service would cut the present minimum 
travel time by almost a third, and would 
convenience a large volume of tourist, 
industrial, and national defense traffic; 
because Continental is now the dominant 
Colorado Springs-Chicago carrier, carry- 
ing or participating in carriage of 87 
percent of the traffic, diversion from 
other carriers would be insignificant; 
Continental's application meets all the 
criteria for show-cause action suggested 
by the Board’s recent Order E-25202, 
May 26, 1967.° 

The city of Colorado Springs and the 
Colorado Springs Chamber of Commerce 
filed a statement in support of the appli- 
cation, stating that improved service to 
Chicago is justified by continued rapid 
growth of the traffic, population, econ- 
omy, and military importance of Colo- 
rado Springs. The Secretary of the Army 
on behalf of the Department of Defense 
filed an answer asserting the Depart- 
ment’s need for the best possible 
Colorado Springs-Chicago air service. 

United Air Lines filed an answer in 
opposition to the application, alleging 
that; Any award of new route authority 
to Continental by an order to show cause 
or by exemption would be inconsistent 
with the basic intent of the Act;* United 
intends to file an application to serve 
Colorado Springs on its route 1 which 
would be entitled to simultaneous consid- 
eration with Continental’s application 
at a full evidentiary hearing;’ Continen- 
tal’s petition understates the diversion 
United would suffer since its computation 
does not take into account the Colorado 
Springs traffic which United carries be- 
tween Denver and points east of Chicago, 
some part of which might prefer to use 
Continental’s nonstop service and make 
interline connections at Chicago instead 
of Denver.’ 


*Continental believes the cxisting traffic 
figures are substantially understated in the 
light of surveys showing that many Colorado 
Springs passengers now drive to Denver to 
commence their air journeys. 

5In that order the Board proposed to add 
San Diego as a coterminal point on United 
Air Lines’ route 1, subject to certain re- 
strictions. 

*The position United takes here, we note, 
is inconsistent with its recent pleading in 
Docket 18104 in which it urged the Board 
to overrule objections filed by competing 
carriers and make final a show-cause order 
(Order E-25202, May 26, 1967) adding San 
Diego to its route 1. 

™United’s application, Docket 19108, was 
subsequently filed on Oct. 12, 1967. 

’ Continental moved for leave to file an 
otherwise unauthorized document, a reply 
to United's answer. Because the answer raises 
new issues of second-carrier service, we will 
permit the filing of the reply. 
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Upon consideration of the pleadings 
and the relevant facts, we have decided 
to grant the request of Continental for 
an order to show cause, and we tenta- 
tively find and conclude that the public 
convenience and necessity require the 
amendment of Continental’s certificate 
for route 29 so as to add Colorado Springs 
as an intermediate point between Kansas 
City and Denver on segment 6," subject 
to a_ restriction requiring Colorado 
Springs-Los Angeles flights to stop at 
Denver.” 

In support of our ultimate finding, we 
tentatively find and conclude as follows: 
The Board has previously found, in its 
1958 decision, that the public conven- 
ience and necessity require single-plane 
service by Continental in the Colorado 
Springs-Chicago market; yet such serv- 
ice is not now being rendered because 
Continental finds it economically imprac- 
tical to operate jet equipment over the 
66-mile Colorado Springs-Denver flight 
stage.” As a result, some 92 passengers a 
day in the Colorado Springs-Chicago 
market (as of 1966) are being subjected 
to the inconvenience and loss of time in- 
volved in a change of planes at Denver, 
while an indeterminate but clearly sub- 
stantial number of others are choosing 
instead to drive to denver to enplane. The 
market is growing rapidly, and will un- 
doubtedly continue to do so, particularly 
if service is improved. It is clear (and 
not denied by United) that the present 
and future volume of traffic will be suf- 
ficient to support the nonstop service 
proposed by Continental. The location of 
the Air Force Academy, Fort Carson, and 
the North American Air Defense Com- 
mand near Colorado Springs adds a 
significant national defense element to 
the demonstrated public need for the 
proposed service. ° 


Furthermore, Continental is the only 
carrier presently holding Colorado 
Springs-Chicago authority and is by a 
wide margin the dominant carrier in this 
market, carrying over 70 percent of the 
local traffic on a single-carrier basis and 
participating in the carriage of most of 
the rest. United, in contrast, has no pres- 
ent authority at Colorado Springs, and 
participates in the carriage of something 
less than 20 percent of its Chicago O&D 


®* Concomitant with the foregoing, we pro- 
pose to delete Continental’s segment 4(a), 
which would become redundant with seg- 
ment 6, and to revise the language of con- 
dition (8) without change in substance to 
reflect these changes. 

1°We would impose this restriction only 
because Continental has not requested in- 
clusion of Colorado Springs-Los Angeles non- 
stop authority in the show-cause order; 
otherwise, it would appear that the same 
circumstances would justify granting the 
same authority in the Los Angeles market. 
If the case goes to hearing, Continental will 
be free to show that this restriction in the 
Los Angeles market is not required in the 
public interest. 

4 Continental cannot avoid the short Den- 
ver flight stage by operating Colorado 
Springs-Chicago one-stop service via Kansas 
City, because condition (7) of its certificate 
would require such flights to originate or 
terminate at Los Angeles, which in view of 
condition (8) could only be done via Denver. 
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traffic. Thus a grant of nonstop author- 
ity to Continental will work no change 
in the competitive relationships in this 
market, and will expose United to diver- 
sion of a relatively insignificant volume 
of traffic’—certainly nothing like 
enough to threaten its ability to perform 
its certificated services. In any event, any 
diversion which occurs will soon be 
largely or entirely offset by the growth 
of traffic in the market. We tentatively 
find that any minor diversion United 
might suffer would be outweighed by the 
increased public convenience afforded by 
Continental’s proposed service. 

While we disagree with United’s con- 
tention that the show-cause procedure 
should only be employed where the 
statutory prerequisites for an exemption 
are met, the point is immaterial since 
it is plain that the requirements for an 
exemption are met here.” Indeed, we 
have refrained from issuing an exemp- 
tion only because of our desire to grant 
the authority in more permanent form 
and without undue delay by means of the 
show-cause procedure. Should that pro- 
cedure be unavailing, we would feel free 
to proceed by way of exemption pending 
decision on Continental’s certificate ap- 
plication. 

The fact that United has subsequently 
filed an application to serve Colorado 
Springs on segments 1, 5, and 6 of its 
route 1 does not affect our tentative 
findings and conclusions herein. In the 
first place, United’s application is far 
broader than Continental’s; it seeks 
completely new nonstop authority in 
nearly forty Colorado Springs markets 
and new single-plane authority in nu- 
merous others, whereas Continental’s 
certificate application seeks only to up- 
grade its existing single-plane authority 
from one-stop to nonstop in just two 
Colorado Springs markets: Chicago 


12 While United may suffer some diversion 
of the Colorado Springs traffic it presently 
carries between Denver and points east of 
Chicago, it has submitted no estimate of 
such diversion, and we believe that any such 
diversion would be extremely slight, in view 
of the limited number of nonstop flights Con- 
tinental will be able to offer and the much 
greater inconvenience and delay ordinarily 
involved in making an interline connection 
at Chicago rather than at Denver. 

18 The requirement that Colorado Springs- 
Chicago flights by Continental stop at Den- 
ver is now—although it was not in 1958, 
when we found such flights required by the 
public convenience and necessity—an un- 
due burden on the carrier, by reason of 
unusual circumstances affecting its opera- 
tions. It is unusual for a required stop on a 
journey of this length (over 900 miles) to 
be so close to one of the end points, and the 
undue burden lies in the fact that jet air- 
craft cannot be economically operated over 
such a short flight stage, while passengers 
today (unlike 1958) would not find propeller 
operations acceptable in a market of this 
size and distance. The demonstrated public 
and national defense need for Continental’s 
proposed nonstop service show that the con- 
tinued requirement of a stop at Denver is 
not in the public interest. 
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and Los Angeles. Obviously there is no 
legal requirement that we consider addi- 
tional service in the numerous markets 
involved in United’s but not in Con- 
tinental’s application at this time, 
and we are offered no _ persuasive 
reason why we should do so as a 
matter of discretion. Our proposed 
grant of Continental’s present limited 
application will in no way prejudice our 
future consideration of the needs of 
Colorado Springs markets which Con- 
tinental does not serve. 

Second, even with respect to the two 
markets involved in Continental's cer- 
tificate application (in only one of which 
we are proposing to grant authority by 
show-cause procedure), we cannot find 
that United’s application is entitled to 
contemporaneous consideration.“ United 
holds no authority at Colorado Springs 
and thus is an “outsider” to these mar- 
kets, even though it participates on a 
connecting basis in the carriage of a 
small portion of the traffic; Continental, 
in contrast, is the sole incumbent car- 
rier in these markets, carrying the great 
bulk of the traffic, and its services have 
already been found required by the pub- 
lic convenience and necessity. We can- 
not conceive of any state of facts United 
could show—other than a major default 
by Continental on its service obligations, 
which United does not suggest—which 
could lead us, consistently with our past 
decisions, to grant United new authority 
in these markets while retaining the 
existing restrictions on Continental’s 
authority. Accordingly, the future grant 
or denial of United’s application in these 
markets will not be influenced in any 
material way by whether or not we im- 
prove Continental’s existing authority 
from one-stop to nonstop, but will de- 
pend entirely on whether these markets 
can be shown to require the services of a 
second carrier (and, if so, which carrier). 
Again, none of the facts presently be- 
fore us indicate a pressing need to con- 
sider the issue of second-carrier service 
at this time. Since we cannot find Con- 
tinental’s and United’s applications mu- 
tually exclusive as a matter of law or 
economic fact, we do not expect to con- 
solidate them for hearing even if we sub- 
sequently conclude that an evidentiary 
hearing on Continental’s application is 
required or desirable.” 

Interested persons will be given 20 days 
following service of this order to show 
cause why the tentative findings and 
conclusions set forth herein should not 
be made final. We expect such persons to 
direct their objections, if any, to specific 
markets and to support such objections 
with detailed answers, specifically setting 
forth the tentative findings and conclu- 


144Compare Service to Spokane Case, Or- 
der E-21163, Aug. 7, 1964; Ozark Route Re- 
alignment Investigation, Order E-25188, 
May 24, 1967. 

15 Nevertheless, should a hearing be sub- 
sequently ordered herein, United will be 
permitted to show if it can that such mutual 
exclusivity exists as a matter of economic 
fact. 


sions to which objection is taken. Such 
objections should be accompanied by 
arguments of fact or law and should be 
supported by legal precedent or detailed 
economic analysis. If an evidentiary 
hearing is requested, the objector should 
state in detail why such a hearing is 
considered necessary and what relevant 
and material facts he would expect to 
establish through such a hearing. Gen- 
eral, vague, -or unsupported objections 
will not be entertained. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That: 

1. The motion of Continental Air 
Lines, Inc., for leave to file an unauthor- 
ized document be and it hereby is 
granted: 

2. All interested persons are directed 
to show cause why the Board should not 
issue an order making final the tentative 
findings and conclusions stated herein 
and amending Continental’s certificate 
of public convenience and necessity for 
route 29 so as to add Colorado Springs, 
Colo., as an intermediate point between 
Denver, Colo., and Kansas City, Mo., on 
segment 6 thereof, subject to a restric- 
tion requiring Colorado Springs-Los An- 
geles flights to stop at Denver, and with 


-appropriate correlative changes in seg- 


ment 4(a) and condition (8) thereof; 

3. Any interested persons having objec- 
tion to the issuance of an order making 
final the proposed findings, conclusions, 
and certificate amendments set forth 
herein shall, within 20 days after service 
of a copy of this order, file with the Board 
and serve upon all persons made parties 
to this proceeding a statement of objec- 
tions together with a summary of testi- 
mony, statistical data, and other evidence 
expected to be relied upon to support the 
stated objections; * 

4. If timely and properly supported 
objections are filed, full consideration 
will be accorded the matters or issues 
raised by the objections before further 
action is taken by the Board; 

5. In the event no objections are filed, 
all further procedural steps will be 
deemed to have been waived, and the 
case will be submitted to the Board for 
final action; and 

6. A copy of this order shall be served 
upon Continental Air Lines, Inc., United 
Air Lines, Inc., the city and Chamber of 
Commerce of Colorado Springs, Colo., 
the city of Chicago, Ill., and the ‘Secre- 
tary of the Army, who hereby are made 
parties to this case. 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] Harotp R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-881; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


1 All motions and/or petitions for recon- 
sideration shall be filed within the period 
allowed for filing objections and no further 
such motions, requests, or petitions for re- 
consideration of this order will be enter- 
tained. 
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


LIVERPOOL LINERS, LTD., ET AL. 


Notice of Proposed Cancellation of 
Agreement 


Notice is hereby given that a request 
for cancellation of the following agree- 
ment, pursuant to section 15 of the Ship- 
ping Act, 1916, as amended (39 Stat. 733, 
75 Stat. 763, 46 U.S.C. 814) has been filed 
with the Commission. 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement-at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609, or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer- 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 
10 days after publication of this notice 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as 
indicated hereinafter) and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 

Liverpool Liners Ltd., Swedish Chicago 
Line, Fjell-Oranje Lines: 

Notice of intent to cancel Agreement 
No. 9555 filed by: 


Mr. Thomas K. Roche, Haight, Gardner, 
Poor and Havens, 80 Broad Street, New 
York, N.Y. 10004. 


Agreement No. 9555-1, between Liver- 
pool Liners Ltd., Swedish Chicago Line, 
and Fjell-Oranje Lines, provides for the 
cancellation of their joint cargo liner 
service which operates under the trade 
name of “Fjell Line” between U.S. ports 
on the Great Lakes of the United States 
and the St. Lawrence River and Seaway 
on the one hand, and the ports of Liver- 
pool, Manchester, the British Channel, 
Eire, and Northern Ireland, and Glasgow, 
and other ports on the west coast of the 
United Kingdom on the other hand. 


Dated: January 19, 1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 


THomas LisI, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-893; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





PENINSULAR & OCCIDENTAL 
STEAMSHIP CO. 


Order of Revocation of Certificates 
of Financial Responsibility 


Certificate of financial responsibility 
for indemnification of passengers for 
nonperformance of Transportation No. 
P-4 and Certificate of financial responsi- 
bility to meet liability incurred for death 
or injury to passengers or other persons 
on Voyages No. C-1,051. 

Whereas, the Peninsular & Occidental 
Steamship Co., 120 MacArthur Cause- 
way, Post Office Box 1349, Miami, Fla. 
33101, has ceased to operate the passen- 
ger vessel “SS Miami”; and 


NOTICES 


Whereas, the Peninsular & Occidental 


Steamship Co. has requested that 
Certificate (Performance) No. P-4 and 
Certificate (Casualty) No. C-—1,051 be 
revoked: 

It is ordered, That Certificate (Per- 
formance) No. P-4 and Certificate 
(Casualty) No. C-1,051 be and are hereby 
revoked effective this date without preju- 
dice to reapplication at a later date. 

It is further ordered, That Certificate 
(Performance) No. P-4 and Certificate 
(Casualty) No. C-1,051 be returned to 
the Commission for cancellation. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this order be published in the FreperaAL 
REGISTER and served on certificant. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] THOMAS LIsI, 


Secretary. 
JANUARY 9, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-894; Filed, Jan. 23, 
8:47 a.m.] 


1968; 





SCANLAKE LINE 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the offices of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer- 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 
10 days after publication of this notice 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as 
indicated hereinafter) and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 
Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 
Mr. Thomas K. Roche, Haight, Gardner, Poor 


and Havens, 80 Broad Street, New York, 
N.Y. 10004. 


Agreement No. 9691 provides for the 
operation of a cargo liner service in 
which vessels owned and/or chartered by 
the parties thereto will be employed and 
a combined sailing schedule maintained 
in the trades between Great Lakes ports 
of the United States and Canada, the St. 
Lawrence River and Seaway, Newfound- 
land, and the Canadian Maritimes, on 
the one hand, and Scandinavian ports 
and ports on the Baltic including Polish 
and Russian ports, on the other hand, 
under the trade name of Scanlake Line, 
and in accordance with the terms and 
conditions set forth therein. In those 
trades within the scope of the agreement 
in which the rates, charges and practices 
are not prescribed by a conference of 
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which the liner service is a member, it 
will establish and maintain its own rates, 
charges, and practices. 

The parties to the subject agreement 
are designated, as follows: The first party 
comprises a joint service operating under 
the trade name of Fijell-Oranje Line 
(Agreement No. 8067), and Norwegian 
America Line; the second party is a joint 
service which operates under the trade 
name of Swedish Chicago Line (Agree- 
ment No. 8036); and the third party is 
Swedish Atlantic, Line. 


Dated: January 19, 1968. 
By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
Tuomas LIsI, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-895; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





SOUTH AND EAST AFRICA RATE 
AGREEMENT 


Notice of Petition Filed for Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing petition has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 14b of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (75 Stat. 762, 46 U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect a copy 
of the proposed contract form and of the 
petition at the Washington office of the 
Federal Maritime Commission, 1321 H 
Street NW., Room 609; or at the offices 
of the District Managers, New York, 
N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. Comments with reference to 
the proposed contract form and the 
petition including a request for hearing, 
if desired, may be submitted to the 
Secretary, Federal Maritime Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 20 
days after publication of this notice in 
the FepERAL REGISTER. A copy of any such 
statement should also be forwarded to 
the party filing the proposed contract 
form and of the petition (as indicated 
hereinafter), and the comments should 
indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of application to institute a 
dual rate system filed by: 

Mr. William L. Hamm, Secretary, South and 


East Africa Rate Agreement, 25 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 10004. 


Notice is hereby given that the mem- 
ber lines to the South and East Africa 
Rate Agreement, Agreement No. 3054 
have filed with the Commission, pur- 
suant to section 14(b) of the Shipping 
Act, 1916, an exclusive patronage dual 
rate contract and an application for 
permission to institute a dual rate sys- 
tem for the carriage of all ocean ship- 
ments of the signatory merchants for 
which contract rates are offered moving 
in the trade from ports in Southwest, 
South, Southeast, and East Africa as well 
as islands in the Indian Ocean including 
Madagascar, Reunion, Mauritius, the 
Comores and Seychelles, and the islands 
of Ascension and St. Helena to US. 
Atlantic and Gulf Ports. 

This conference now has in effect an 


approved contract rate system for the 
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carriage of coffee and there is now pend- 
ing before the Commission an applica- 
tion for permission to institute a similar 
system covering tea. Except for the fact 
that the coffee and tea agreements cover 
only a specified range of the conference 
trade the terms and conditions of all 
three contracts are identical. 

The application provides that contract 
rates shall be lower than the ordinary 
rates set forth in the carrier’s tariff by 
an amount not to exceed fifteen (15) 
percent all in accordance with the terms 
and conditions described in the contract. 


Dated: January 19, 1968. 
By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
THomas LIsI, 
Secretary. 


68-896; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


TRANS-ATLANTIC LAKES LINE 


Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 


Notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to sec- 
tion 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob- 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the office of the District Managers, New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with refer- 
ence to an agreement including a request 
for hearing, if desired, may be submitted 
to the Secretary, Federal Maritime Com- 
mission, Washington, D.C. 20573, within 
10 days after publication of this notice 
in the FepErAL RecIsTeR. A copy of any 
such statement should also be forwarded 
to the party filing the agreement (as in- 
dicated hereinafter) and the comments 
should indicate that this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

Thomas K. Roche, Esquire, Haight, Gardner, 

Poor and Havens, 80 Broad Street, New 

York, N.Y. 10004. 


Agreement No. 9687 between Com- 
pagnie Generale Transatlantique, The 
Cunard Steam-Ship Co., Ltd., and the 
parties comprising the Niagara Line 
Joint Service (Agreement No. 8067, as 
amended) provides for the establishment 
of a joint service, designated as the 
“Trans-Atlantic Lakes Line’, to operate 
in the trades between United States and 
Canadian Great Lakes ports and ports of 
Eastern Canada, on the one hand, and 
ports of the United Kingdom and the 
Bordeaux/Hamburg range, on the other 
hand, under the terms and conditions set 
forth therein. In the case of any trades 
or traffic within the scope of this agree- 
ment where the rates, charges and prac- 
tices are not prescribed by any confer- 
ence to which the joint service is a party, 
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the joint service shall establish and main- 
tain its own rates, charges and practices. 


Dated: January 19, 1968. 


By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 
THomas LIsr, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-897; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


MOODY FOUNDATION 


Order Granting Determination Under 
Bank Holding Company Act 


In the matter of the Request by The 
Moody Foundation, Galveston, Tex., for 
a determination pursuant to section 2 
(g) (3) of the Bank Holding Company Act 
of 1956, as amended. 

The Moody Foundation, Galveston, 
Tex., a bank holding company within the 
meaning of section 2(a) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 
1841(a)), on the basis of ownership of 
(1) 49.6 percent of the voting shares of 
The Moody National Bank of Galveston, 
Galveston, Tex., and (2) a one-half part- 
nership interest in W. L. Moody & Co. 
Bank, Galveston, Tex., seeks to terminate 
said bank holding company status by 
selling and transferring the Foundation’s 
interest in W. L. Moody & Co. Bank to 
Mr. Shearn Moody, Jr. It is contemplated 
that Mr. Moody will also acquire the 
other one-half partnership interest and 
will thereby become the sole proprietor 
of W. L. Moody & Co. Bank. 

Under the provisions of section 2(g) (3) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1841(g) (3) ), shares 
transferred after January 1, 1966, by any 
bank holding company to a transferee 
that has one or more officers, directors, 
trustees, or beneficiaries in common with 
or subject to control by the transferor 
are deemed to be owned or controlled by 
the transferor unless the Board of Gov- 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
after opportunity for hearing, deter- 
mines that the transferor is not in fact 
capable of controlling the transferee. The 
Board has taken the position that a pre- 
sumption of control within the meaning 
of section 2(g)(3) attaches where the 
transferor is a trust (as is the Founda- 
tion) and the transferee is one of its 
trustees. 

On this basis, and because Mr. Shearn 
Moody, Jr., the proposed transferee of 
the Foundation’s interest in W. L. Moody 
& Co. Bank, is a trustee of the Founda- 
tion, the Board advised the Foundation 
that, in the opinion of the Board, con- 
summation of the proposed transfer 
would not terminate the Foundation’s 
ownership and control of its one-half 
interest in W. L. Moody & Co. or the 
Foundation’s bank holding company 
status, unless the Board, after opportu- 
nity for hearing, made a determination 
of the kind described in section 2(g) (3). 
The Foundation has requested such a 
determination, and it has submitted to 


the Board documentary evidence to sup- 
port its contention that Mr. Shearn 
Moody, Jr., cannot in fact be controlled 
by the Foundation. 

Notice of an opportunity for hearing 
with respect to the Foundation’s request 
for a determination under section 
2(g)(3) was published in the FEpERAL 
REGISTER On Tuesday, December 19, 1967 
(32 F.R. 18126). The time provided for 
requesting a hearing expired on Janu- 
ary 8, 1968. No such request has been 
received by the Board, nor has any evi- 
dence been received to show that the 
Foundation is in fact capable of control- 
ling Mr. Shearn Moody, Jr. 

It is hereby determined that The 
Moody Foundation is not in fact capable 
of controlling Mr. Shearn Moody, Jr. 
This determination is based upon the 
evidence of record in this matter, includ- 
ing (1) a copy of a memorandum of 
agreement executed October 23, 1967, 
between The Moody Foundation and The 
Moody National Bank, Trustee, as Sellers 
and Shearn Moody, Jr., as Buyer, cover- 
ing the sale of both one-half partnership 
interests in W. L. Moody’ & Co. Bank, 
(2) an affidavit by Mr. Shearn Moody, 
Jr., dated December 6, 1967, (3) a cer- 
tified copy of a resolution of the Board 
of Trustees of The Moody Foundation 
adopted December 5, 1967, and (4) a 
certified copy of a resolution of the Trust 
Committee of The Moody National Bank 
of Galveston adopted December 6, 1967. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That The 
Moody Foundation’s request for a deter- 
mination pursuant to section 2(g) (3) 
be and hereby is granted. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 16th 
day of January 1968. 

By order of the Board of Governors, 
acting by its General Counsel pursuant 
to delegated authority (12 CFR 265.2). 


[SEAL] RosBERT P. FORRESTAL, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-857; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


FIRST NATIONAL BANCORPORATION, 
INC. 


Notice of Application for Approval of 
Acquisition of Shares of Banks 


Notice is hereby given that application 
has been made to the Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System pursuant 
to section 3(a) (1) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) 
(1)), by The First National Bancorpora- 
tion, Inc., Denver, Colo., for prior ap- 
proval of the Board of action whereby 
Applicant would become a bank holding 
company through the acquisition of 67 
percent or more of the voting shares of 
The First National Bank of Denver, Den- 
ver, Colo., and 51 percent or more of 
the voting shares of each of the following 
banks: The First National Bank of Bear 
Valley, Denver, Colo., The First National 
Bank of North Glenn, North Glenn, Colo., 
and The First National Bank of South- 
glenn, Arapahoe County, Colo. 
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Section 3(c) of the Act, as amended, 
provides that the Board shall not ap- 
prove (1) any acquisition or merger or 
consolidation under this section which 
would result in a monopoly, or which 
would be in furtherance of any combina- 
tion or conspiracy to monopolize or to at- 
tempt to monopolize the business of 
banking in any part of the United States, 
or (2) any other proposed acquisition or 
merger or consolidation under this sec- 
tion whose effect in any section of the 
country may be substantially to lessen 
competition, or to tend to create a mo- 
noply, or which in any other manner 
would be in restraint of trade, unless 
it finds that the anticompetitive effects 
of the proposed transaction are clearly 
outweighed in the public interest by the 
probable effect of the transaction in 
meeting the convenience and needs of 
the community to be served. 

Section 3(c) further provides that, in 
every case, the Board shall take into con- 
sideration the financial and managerial 
resources and future prospects of the 
company or companies and the banks 
concerned, and the convenience and 
needs of the community to be served. 

Not later than thirty (30) days after 
the publication of this notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER, comments and views 
regarding the proposed acquisition may 
be filed with the Board. Communications 
should be addressed to the Secretary, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve System, Washington, D.C. 20551. 
Public access to the application may be 
had at the office of the Board of Gov- 
ernors or the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Kansas City. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 18th 
day of January 1968. 


By order of the Board of Governors. 


[SEAL] RosBertT P. FORRESTAL, 
Assistant Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-858; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Notice 482] 


MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATION NOTICES 


JANUARY 19, 1968. 


The following letter-notices of pro- 
posals to operate over deviation roufes for 
operating convenience only have been 
filed with the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, under the Commission’s Devia- 
tion Rules Revised, 1957 (49 CFR 211.1 
(c) (8)) and notice thereof to all inter- 
ested persons is hereby given as provided 
in such rules (49 CFR 211.1(d) (4)). 

Protests against the use of any pro- 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e)) at any time, but will not op- 
erate to stay commencement of the pro- 
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posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 
Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s De- 
viation Rules Revised, 1957, will be num- 
bered consecutively for convenience in 
identification and protests if any should 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 


MorTor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 2202 (Deviation No. 100), 
ROADWAY EXPRESS, INC., 1077 Gorge 
Boulevard, Post Office Box 471, Akron, 
Ohio 44309, filed January 11, 1968. Car- 
rier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of general 
commodities, with certain exceptions, 
over a deviation route as follows: From 
Akron, Ohio, over Interstate Highway 
80S to junction Interstate Highway 80 
west of Youngstown, Ohio, thence over 
Interstate Highway 80 to junction Inter- 
state Highway 95 near Hackensack, N.J., 
thence over Interstate Highway 95 to 
New York, N.Y., and return over the 
same route, for operating convenience 
only. The notice indicates that the car- 
rier is presently authorized to transport 
the same commodities, over a pertinent 
service route as follows: From Akron, 
Ohio, over Ohio Highway 18 to Youngs- 
town, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 
422 to Ebensburg, Pa., thence over U.S. 
Highway 22 to Lewistown, Pa., thence 
over U.S. Highway 22 to Easton, Pa., 
thence across the Delaware River to 
Phillipsburg, N.J., thence over New 
Jersey Highway 24 to junction New Jer- 
sey Highway 57, thence over New Jersey 
Highway 57 to Hackettstown, N.., 
thence over U.S. Highway 46 to junction 
unnumbered highway, thence over un- 
numbered highway to Paterson, N.J., 
thence over connecting highways and 
city streets via Newark, N.J., to New 
York, N.Y., and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC 2245 (Deviation No. 3), THE 
O. K. TRUCKING COMPANY, 1810 
South Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 45204, 
filed January 11, 1968. Carrier’s repre- 
sentative: Jack B. Josselson, Atlas Bank 
Building, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202. Carrier 
proposes to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From junction Inter- 
state Highway 71 and Ohio Highway 18 
over Interstate Highway 71 to Cleveland, 
Ohio, and return over the same route, 
for operating convenience only. The no- 
tice indicates that the carrier is presently 
authorized to transport the same com- 
modities, over a pertinent service route 
as follows: From Cincinnati, Ohio, over 
Interstate Highway 71 to junction Ohio 
Highway 18, thence over Ohio Highway 
18 to junction U.S. Highway 21, thence 
over U.S. Highway 21 to Cleveland, Ohio, 
and return over the same route. 

No. MC 31389 (Deviation No. 4), Mc- 
LEAN TRUCKING COMPANY, 617 
Waughtown Street, Winston-Salem, N.C. 
27102, filed January 11, 1968. Carrier 
proposes to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: From junction US. 
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Highways 25-70 and North Carolina 
Highway 208 over North Carolina High- 
way 208 to the North Carolina-Tennessee 
State line, thence over Tennessee High- 
way 70 to Greeneville, Tenn., thence over 
U.S. Highway 11E to Morristown, Tenn., 
and return over the same route, for op- 
erating convenience only. The notice in- 
dicates that the carrier is presently au- 
thorized to transport the same commodi- 
ties, over a pertinent service route as 
follows: From junction U.S. Highways 
25-70 and North Carolina Highway 208 
over U.S. Highways 25-70 via Newport, 
Tenn., to junction U.S. Highway 25E, 
thence over U.S. Highway 25E to Morris- 
town, Tenn., and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC 44592 (Sub-No. 1) (Deviation 
No. 18), MIDDLE ATLANTIC TRANS- 
PORTATION CoO., INC., 976 West Main 
Street, New Britain, Conn. 06050, filed 
January 8, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over deviation routes 
as follows: (1) From junction Interstate 
Highway 95 and Rhode Island Highway 
3, over Interstate Highway 95 to junc- 
tion Rhode Island Highway 3, and (2) 
from junction Rhode Island Highway 2 
and Interstate Highway 95 over Inter- 
state Highway 95 to junction Rhode 
Island Highway 2, and return over the 
same routes, for operating convenience 
only. The notice indicates that the 
carrier is presently authorized to trans- 
port the same commodities, over a per- 
tinent service route as follows: From 
New Haven, Conn., over Interstate 
Highway 95 to junction Rhode Island 
Highway 3, thence over Rhode Island 
Highway 3 to junction Interstate High- 
way 95, thence over Interstate Highway 
95 to junction Rhode Island Highway 2, 
thence over Rhode Island Highway 2 
to junction Interstate Highway 95, 
thence over Interstate Highway 95 to 
Providence, R.I., and return over the 
same route. 

NO. MC 44592 (Sub-No. 1) (Deviation 
No. 19), MIDDLE ATLANTIC TRANS- 
PORTATION CoO., INC., 976 West Main 
Street, New Britain, Conn. 06050, filed 
January 8, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over a deviation route 
as follows: Between Pittsburgh, Pa., and 
Erie, Pa., over Interstate Highway 79, 
for operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is pres- 
ently authorized to transport the same 
commodities, over a pertinent service 
route as follows: Between Pittsburgh, Pa., 
and Erie, Pa., over U.S. Highway 19. 

No. MC 44592 (Sub-No. 1) (Deviation 
No. 20), MIDDLE ATLANTIC TRANS- 
PORTATION CoO., INC., 976 West Main 
Street, New Britain, Conn. 06050, filed 
January 8, 1968. Carrier proposes to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, of general commodities, with 
certain exceptions, over deviation routes 
as follows: (1) From Cleveland, Ohio, 
over Interstate Highway 80 to New York, 
N.Y., and (2) from Cleveland, Ohio, over 
Interstate Highway 80 to junction Inter- 
state Highway 81, near Drums, Pa, 
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thence over Interstate Highway 81 to 
junction Interstate Highway 84, near 
Scranton, Pa., thence over Interstate 
Highway 84 to Hartford, Conn., and re- 
turn over the same routes, for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport the same commodities, over 
pertinent service routes as follows: (1) 
From New York, N.Y., over U.S. Highway 
9 via Valatie and Schodack Center, N.Y., 
to Albany, N.Y., thence over New York 
Highway 5 to Chittenango, N.Y., thence 
over New York Highway 173 via Syra- 
cuse, N.Y., to junction New York High- 
way 31, east of Jacks Reef, N.Y., thence 
over New York Highway 31 to Rochester, 
N.Y., thence over New York Highway 33 
via Batavia and Bowmansville, N.Y., to 
Buffalo, N.Y., thence over New York 
Highway 5 via Irving, N.Y., to the New 
York-Pennsylvania State line, thence 
over Pennsylvania Highway 5 to Erie, 
Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 20 to 
North Kingsville, Ohio, thence over un- 
numbered highway to Kingsville, Ohio, 
thence over Ohio Highway 84 to Wick- 
liffe, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 20 
to Cleveland, Ohio. 

(2) From New York, N.Y., over the 
George Washington Bridge to Fort Lee, 
N.J., thence over U.S. Highway 9W to 
Albany, N.Y., (3) from New York, N.Y., 
over U.S. Highway 1 via Bridgeport and 
Stratford, Conn., to New Haven, Conn., 
thence over U.S. Highway 5 via Hartford 
and East Hartford, Conn., to Northamp- 
ton, Mass., thence over Massachusetts 
Highway 9 to Pittsfield, Mass., thence 
over U.S. Highway 20 to junction USS. 


Highway 9, (4) from Bridgeport, Conn., 
over Connecticut Highway 58 to Dan- 
bury, Conn., thence over U.S. Highway 
7 via Canaan, Conn., to Great Barring- 


ton, Mass., thence over Massachusetts 
Highway 41 to junction Massachusetts 
Highway 71, thence over Massachusetts 
Highway 71 to the Massachusetts-New 
York State line, thence over New York 
Highway 71 to Green River, N.Y., thence 
over New York Highway 22 to Austerlitz, 
N.Y., thence over New York Highway 203 
to Valatie, N.Y., (5) from Stratford, 
Conn., over Connecticut Highway 8 to 
Thomaston, Conn., thence over US. 
Highway 6 to Hartford, Conn., (6) from 
New Britain, Conn., over unnumbered 
highway to junction Connecticut High- 
way 72, thence over Connecticut High- 
way 72 to Plainville, Conn., thence over 
Connecticut Highway 10 to Avon, Conn., 
thence over U.S. Highway 44 to Canaan, 
Conn., (7) from Syracuse, N.Y., over 
New York Highway 5 to Batavia, N. Y., 
(8) from Rochester, N.Y., over New York 
Highway 31 to Niagara Falls, N.Y., 
thence over New York Highway 384 to 
Tonawanda, N.Y., thence over New York 
Highway 266 to Buffalo, N.Y. 

(9) From junction New York High- 
ways 33 and 78 over New York Highway 
78 to Depew, N.Y., thence over U.S. High- 
way 20 to junction New York Highway 
240 (between Reserve and Orchard Park, 
N.Y.), thence over New York Highway 
240 to Orchard Park, N.Y., thence over 
Alternate U.S. Highway 20 to junction 
U.S. Highway 20, thence over U.S. High- 
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way 20 to Irving, N.Y., (10) from New 
York, N.Y., over U.S. Highway 1 to Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 
30 to Lancaster, Pa., thence over U.S. 
Highway 230 to Harrisburg, Pa., thence 
over U.S. Highway 22 through Amity 
Hall and Ebensburg, Pa., to Pittsburgh, 
Pa., thence over Pennsylvania Highway 
51 to the Pennsylvania-Ohio State line, 
thence over Ohio Highway 14 to Cleve- 
land, Ohio, (11) from Amity Hall, Pa., 
over U.S. Highway 11 to Northumber- 
land, Pa., thence over Pennsylvania 
Highway 147 (formerly Pennsylvania 
Highway 14) to Halls, Pa., thence over 
U.S. Highway 220 to Lock Haven, Pa., 
thence over U.S. Highway 120 to St. 
Marys, Pa., thence over Pennsylvania 
Highway 255 to junction US. Highway 
219 (south of Johnsonburg, Pa.), thence 
over U.S. Highway 219 to junction Penn- 
sylvania Highway 321 (formerly portion 
U.S. Highway 219), thence over Pennsyl- 
vania Highway 321 to Kane, Pa., thence 
over U.S. Highway 6 to Union City, Pa., 
thence over Pennsylvania Highway 97 to 
Erie, Pa., (12) from Ebensburg, Pa., over 
U.S. Highway 422 to Cleveland, Ohio. 

(13) From junction Massachusetts 
Highways 23 and 71, near Great Barring- 
ton, over Massachusetts Highway 23 to 
the Massachusetts-New York State line, 
thence over New York Highway 23 to 
junction U.S. Highway 9W, (14) from 
junction U.S. Highways 9W and 44 near 
Highland, N.Y., over U.S. Highway 44 to 
junction U.S. Highway 7, (15) from 
Harrisburg, Pa., over U.S. Highway 22 to 
junction U.S. Highway 611, thence over 
U.S. Highway 611 to junction U.S. High- 
way 209, thence over U.S. Highway 209 to 
junction U.S. Highway 9W at Kingston, 
N.Y., (16) from Hollidaysburg, Pa., over 
Pennsylvania Highway 36 to Altoona, 
Pa., thence over U.S. Highway 220 to Lock 
Haven, Pa., (17) from Erie, Pa., over U.S. 
Highway 19 to junction U.S. Highway 
422, (18) from junction U.S. Highway 19 
and 422 over U.S. Highway 19 to junction 
Pennsylvania Turnpike, and (19) from 
junction U.S. Highway 19 and the Penn- 
sylvania Turnpike over U.S. Highway 19 
to Pittsburgh, Pa., and return over the 
same routes. 


No. MC 67818 (Deviation No. 4), 
MICHIGAN EXPRESS, INC., 1122 
Freeman Avenue SW., Grand Rapids, 
Mich. 49502 filed January 11, 1968. 
Carrier’s representative: J. M. Neath, 
Jr., 900 1 Vandenberg Center, Grand 
Rapids, Mich. 49502. Carrier proposes 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over deviation 
routes as follows: (1) From junction 
Interstate Highway 80 and U.S. Highway 
20 to Gary, Ind., over Interstate High- 
way 80 to junction Interstate High- 
way 280, thence over Interstate Highway 
80 to Davenport, Iowa (also from junc- 
tion Interstate Highways 280 and 80 
over Interstate Highway 280 to Daven- 
port, Iowa), (2) from junction Inter- 
state Highway 280 and Interstate High- 
way 74 over Interstate Highway 74 to 
Moline, Ill., and (3) from junction Inter- 
state Highway 280 and Illinois Express- 
way 199 over Illinois Expressway 199 to 


Rock Island, Ill., and return over the 
same routes, operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities, over pertinent service 
routes as follows: (1) From Detroit, 
Mich., over U.S. Highway 24 to Toledo, 
Ohio, thence over Ohio Highway 120 to 
junction U.S. Highway 20, thence over 
U.S. Highway 20 to Chicago, Ill., and (2) 
from Rock Island, Ill., over IHinois High- 
way 2 to junction Illinois Highway 92, 
thence over Illinois Highway 92 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 34, thence over US. 
Highway 34 to Chicago, Ill. (also from 
Rock Island over Illinois Highway 2 to 
junction unnumbered highway (formerly 
portion Illinois Highway 2), thence over 
unnumbered highway via Prairieville, 
Tll., to Dixon, Il., thence over Alternate 
U.S. Highway 30 to Chicago), and return 
over the same routes. 


MoTor CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 


No. MC 1515 (Deviation No. 423) (Can- 
cels Deviation No. 380), GREYHOUND 
LINES, INC. (Western Division) , Market 
and Fremont Streets, San Francisco, 
Calif. 94106, filed January 10, 1968. Car- 
rier’s representative: W.T. Meinhold, 371 
Market Street, San Francisco, Calif. 
94105. Applicant proposes to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, of 
passengers and their baggage, and ez- 
press and newspapers in the same vehi- 
cle with passengers, over deviation routes 
as follows: (1) From junction unnum- 
bered highway and Interstate Highway 
80N (Emigrant Springs Junction, Oreg.), 
over Interstate Highway 80N to junction 
unnumbered highway (Meacham Junc- 
tion), (2) from junction unnumbered 
highway and Interstate Highway 80N 
(South Baker Junction, Oreg.), over In- 
terstate 80N to junction unnumbered 
highway (South Durkee Junction, Oreg.), 
and (3) from junction unnumbered high- 
way and Interstate Highway 80N (North 
Huntington Junction), over Interstate 
Highway 80N to junction unnumbered 
highway (South Huntington Junction, 
Oreg.), and return over the same routes, 
for operating convenience only. The no- 
tice indicates that the carrier is present- 
ly authorized to transport passengers and 
the same property, over a pertinent serv- 
ice route as follows: From Portland, 
Oreg., over Interstate Highway 80N to 
Cascade Locks, thence over U.S. High- 
way 30 to Hood River, thence over Inter- 
state Highway 80N to The Dalles, thence 
over U.S. Highway 30 to junction un- 
numbered highway north of Emigrant 
Springs (Emigrant Springs Junction), 
thence over unnumbered highway via 
Emigrant Springs and Meacham to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 30 (Meacham Junc- 
tion), thence over U.S. Highway 30 to 
junction unnumbered highway south of 
Baker (South Baker Junction), thence 
over unnumbered highway via Pleasant 
Valley to junction U.S. Highway 30 
(South Durkee Junction), thence over 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction unnumbered 
highway (North Huntington Junction), 
thence over unnumbered highway via 
Huntington to junction Interstate High- 
way 80N (South Huntington Junction), 
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thence over Interstate Highway 80N 
to junction U.S. Highway 30N (Weiser 
Wye), thence over U.S. Highway 30N to 
the Oregon-Idaho State line. (Connects 
with Idaho Route 7.) 

No. MC 2890 (Deviation No. 68), 
AMERICAN BUSLINES, INC., 1501 
South Central Avenue, Los Angeles, 
Calif. 90021, filed January 8, 1968. Car- 
rier proposes to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, of passengers 
and their baggage, and express and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, over deviation routes as fol- 
lows: (1) From junction Interstate 
Highway 10 and U.S. Highway 60, west 
of Beaumont, Calif., over Interstate 
Highway 10 to junction U.S. Highway 60, 
east of Cabazon, Calif., (2) from Indio, 
Calif., over Interstate Highway 10 to 
Blythe, Calif.. and (3) from West 
Quartzsite, Ariz., over Interstate High- 
way 10 to East Quartzsite, Ariz., and re- 
turn over the same routes, for operating 
convenience only. The notice indicates 
that the carrier is presently authorized 
to transport passengers and the same 
property, over a pertinent service route 
as follows: From Los Angeles, Calif., over 
US. Highway 99 to Beaumont, Calif., 
thence over U.S. Highway 60 to Mesa, 
Ariz., and return over the same route. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-884; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 





[Notice 1143] 


MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 
CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 


JANUARY 19, 1968. 

The following publications are gov- 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice, published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 
1966, which became effective May 20, 
1966. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicant, and may include de- 
scriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which are not in a form acceptable to 
the Commission. Authority which ulti- 
mately may be granted as a result of the 
applications here noticed will not neces- 
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, but also will 
eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable to the Commission. 


APPLICATIONS ASSIGNED FOR ORAL HEARING 
MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 111201 (Sub-No. 8) (Republi- 
cation), filed July 17, 1967, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of August 3, 1967, 
and republished this issue. Applicant: 
J. N. ZELLNER & SON TRANSFER 
COMPANY, a corporation, Post Office 
Box 818, East Point, Ga. 30044. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Monty Schu- 


mach@, Suite 693, 1375 Peachtree Street 
NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. By application 
filed July 17, 1967, applicant seeks a cer- 
tificate of public convenience and neces- 
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sity authorizing operation, in interstate 
or foreign commerce, as a common car- 
rier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, of (1) glass containers and 
closures for such containers, and (2) 
corrugated boxes or paper containers, in 
mixed loads with glass containers and 
closures for such containers, on flat-bed 
trailers, from and to points indicated 
below. An order of the Commission, Op- 
erating Rights Board dated December 19, 
1967, and served January 11, 1967, finds 
that the present and future public con- 
venience and necessity require operation 
by applicant, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, of (1) 
glass containers and closures for such 
containers, and (2) corrugated bozes or 
paper containers, in mixed loads with 
glass containers and closures for such 
containers, from Jacksonville, Fla., to 
points in Alabama, Georgia, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, and Tennessee; 
that applicant is fit, willing, and able 
properly to perform such service and to 
conform to the requirements of the In- 
terstate Commerce Act and the Com- 
mission’s rules and regulations there- 
under. Because it is possible that other 
persons, who have relied upon the notice 
of the application as published, may have 
an interest in and would be prejudiced 
by the lack of proper notice of the au- 
thority described in the findings in this 
order, a notice of the authority actually 
granted will be published in the FepERAL 
REGISTER and issuance of a certificate in 
this proceeding will be withheld for a 
period of 30 days from the date of such 
publication, during which period any 
proper party in interest may file a peti- 
tion to reopen or for other appropriate 
relief setting forth in detail the precise 
manner in which it has been so preju- 
diced. 

No. MC 112750 (Sub-No. 248) (Repub- 
lication) , filed August 24, 1967, published 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of September 14, 
1967, and republished this issue. Appli- 
cant: AMERICAN COURIER CORPO- 
RATION, 222-17 Northern Boulevard, 
Bayside, N.Y. 11361. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Ewell H. Muse, Jr., Suite 415, 
Perry Brooks Building, Austin, Tex. 
78701. By application filed August 24, 
1967, applicant seeks a permit authoriz- 
ing operations, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, as a contract carrier by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, of com- 
mercial papers, documents, written in- 
struments and business records (except 
coin, currency and negotiable securi- 
ties), between the points as indicated 
below. An order of the Commission Op- 
erating Rights Board dated December 19, 
1967, and served January 11, 1968, finds 
that operation by applicant, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, as a contract 
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, of commercial papers, documents, 
written instruments and business records 
(except currency and negotiable securi- 
ties), as are used in the business of 
banks and banking institutions, between 
Jacksonville, Fla., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, Atlanta, Ga., and those 
points in that part of Georgia both west 
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and south of a line beginning at Savan- 
nah, Ga., and extending along U.S. High- 
way 80 to Blitchton, thence along US. 
Highway 280 to junction Interstate High- 
way 75, and south and east of a line 
beginning at the junction of U.S. High- 
way 280 and Interstate Highway 75 and 
extending along Interstate Highway 75 
to the Florida State line, under a con- 
tinuing contract ith banks and bank- 
ing institutions; that the holding by 
applicant of the permit authorized to be 
issued herein and of the certificates here- 
tofore issued or authorized to be issued 
to it in No. MC-111729 and subs there- 
under, will be consistent with the pub- 
lic interest and the national transporta- 
tion policy; and that applicant is fit, will- 
ing, and able properly to perform such 
service and to conform to the require- 
ments of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and the Commission’s rules and regula- 
tions thereunder. Because it is possible 
that other persons, who have relied upon 
the notice of the application as pub- 
lished, may have an interest in and 
would be prejudiced by the lack of proper 
notice of the authority described in the 
findings in this order, a notice of the 
authority actually granted will be pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER and is- 
suance of a permit in this proceeding 
will be withheld for a period of 30 days 
from the date of such publication, dur- 
ing which period any proper party in 
interest may file a petition to reopen or 
for other appropriate relief setting forth 
in detail the precise manner in which it 
has.been so prejudiced. 

No. 14C 128930 (Republication), filed 
March 10, 1967, published Feprerat Rec- 
ISTER issue of March 23, 1967, and repub- 
lished this issue. Applicant: JOSEPH V. 
HEENAN, doing business as HEENAN 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 9 Second Street, 
Tidioute, Pa. 16351. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Norman H. Stark, 615 Masonic 
Building, Erie, Pa. 16501. By applica- 
tion filed March 10, 1967, applicant seeks 
a permit authorizing operation, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, as a contract 
carrier by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, of structural steel (except in bulk) 
between points in Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
New York, West Virginia, Indiana, and 
Illinois. A report of the Commission, Re- 
view Board No. 3 decided December 21, 
1967, and served January 11, 1968, as 
amended, finds that operation by appli- 
cant, in interstate or foreign commerce, 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, of (a) structural 
steel from Lackawanna, N.Y., Sparrows 
Point, Md., Cleveland, Ohio, and Weirton, 
W. Va., to Corry, Pa., and (b) steel 
trusses, steel weldments, and steel gird- 
ers, from Corry, Pa., to points in New 
York, Ohio, West Virginia, Indiana, and 
Illinois, under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Rogers Structural Steel 
Co., of Corry, Pa., will be consistent with 
the public interest and national trans- 
poration policy; that applicant is fit, 
willing, and able properly to perform such 
service and to conform to the require- 
ments of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and the Commission’s rules and regula- 
tions thereunder. Because it is possible 
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that other parties, who have relied upon 
the notice of the application as pub- 
lished, may have an interest in and 
would be prejudiced by the lack of proper 
notice of the authority described in the 
findings in this order, a notice of the 
authority actually granted will be pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER and is- 
suance of a permit in this proceeding will 
be withheld for a period of 30 days from 
the date of such publication, during 
which period any proper party in interest 
may file a petition, to reopen or for other 
appropriate relief setting forth in detail 
the precise manner in which it has been 
So prejudiced. 


APPLICATIONS FOR CERTIFICATES OR PER- 
MITS WHICH ARE TO BE PROCESSED CON- 
CURRENTLY WITH APPLICATIONS UNDER 
SECTION 5 GOVERNED BY SPECIAL RULE 
1.240 TO THE EXTENT APPLICABLE 


No. MC 35396 (Sub-No. 33), filed Jan- 
uary 5, 1968. Applicant: ARNOLD LIGON 
TRUCK LINE, INC., Box 666, Lebanon, 
Ky. 40033. Applicant’s representative: 
Harry V. McChesney, Jr., Post Office Box 
464, Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex- 
cept those of unusual value, classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and commodities requiring spe- 
cial equipment, between Benton, Ky., and 
Paducah, Ky.; from Benton, over U.S. 
Highway 641 to junction U.S. Highway 
68; thence over U.S. Highway 68 to 
Paducah and return over the same route, 
serving no intermediate points, restricted 
against rendition of any service between 
Benton, Ky., and points in its com- 
mercial zones, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Paducah, Ky., and points in its 
commercial zones. Note: This applica- 
tion is directly related to Harper Truck 
Service, Inc.—Purchase (Portion) —Ar- 
nold Truck Line, Inc., MC-F 10007, which 
appeared in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue 
of January 17, 1968. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Nashville, Tenn. or 
Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 120184 (Sub-No. 3), filed 
November 13, 1967. Applicant: PEP 
LINES TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 
15120 Third Street, Highland Park, Mich. 
Applicant’s representative: J. A. Kundtz, 
1050 Union Commerce Building, Cleve- 
land, Ohio 44115. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Packages and parcels not exceeding 
seventy (70) pounds per shipment from 
one consignor to one consignee at a time, 
from Detroit, Mich., and points within 
an 8-mile radius thereof, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points within a 
50-mile radius of Detroit, Mich. Nore: 
Applicant states that concurrently with 
the - filing of the instant application, 
Leaseway Transportation Corp., a hold- 
ing company controlling several multiple 
State carriers, has filed its application 
under section 5 of the Act (Docket No. 
MC-F-9942), seeking approval of the 
Commission of the control, through 
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stock ownership, of Pep Lines Trucking 
Co. The purpose of this application is to 
convert the certificate of registration 
presently held by Pep Lines Trucking 
Co., into a common carrier certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
which will authorize the continuance of 
the operations as are now conducted by 
applicant under its certificate of regis- 
tration referred to above. This applica- 
tion is directly related to MC-—F-9942 
published FepEerAL RecisTER issue of No- 
vember 22, 1967. Common control and 
dual operations may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington,-D.C. 


APPLICATIONS UNDER SECTIONS 5 AND 
210a(b) 


The following applications are gov- 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor carriers 
of property or passengers under sections 
5(a) and 210a(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act and certain other proceedings 
with respect thereto (49 CFR 1.240). 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC-F-8798 (STRICKLAND 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.—PUR- 
CHASE (PORTION)—ENGLAND 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.), pub- 
lished in the July 8, 1964, and amend- 
ment published in the December 16, 1964, 
issues of the FEDERAL REGISTER, on pages 
9348 and 17863, respectively. By petition 
filed January 15, 1968, applicants seek to 
substitute HILL-ELLIOTT, INC., 2100 
Mercantile Bank Building, Dallas, Tex. 
75201, as the party in control of 
STRICKLAND TRANSPORTATION 
Co., INC., in lieu of L. R. STRICKLAND. 

No. MC-F-10010. Authority sought for 
purchase by CONSOLIDATED FOR- 
WARDING CO., INC., 1300 North 10th 
Street, St. Louis, Mo. 63106, of a portion 
of the operating rights and certain prop- 
erty of BOS LINES, INC., 408 South 12th 
Avenue, Marshalltown, Iowa, and for 
acquisition by I. B. SCHEIBE, also of St. 
Louis, Mo., of control of such rights and 
property through the purchase. Appli- 
cants’ attorneys: Axelrod, Goodman, 
and Steiner, 39 South La Salla Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60603, and Jack Blanshan, 
29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, Il. 
60603. Operating rights sought to be 
transferred: General commodities, ex- 
cepting, among others, household goods 
and commodities in bulk, as a common 
carrier, over regular routes, between 
Kansas City, Kans., and St. Paul Minn., 
serving certain intermediate and off- 
route points, between Des Moines, Iowa, 
and junction Iowa Highway 64 and U.S. 
Highway 30, serving no intermediate 
points,, between Kansas City, Mo., and 
Olathe, Kans., serving all intermediate 
points; and the off-route points of 
Stanley and Morse, Kans., between 
Kansas City, Mo., and North Kansas 
City, Mo., between Ames, Iowa, and 
Albert Lea, Minn., serving no inter- 
mediate points, between certain spec- 
ified points in Minnesota; over two al- 
ternate routes for operating convenience 
only; and general commodities except 
those of unusual value, classes A and B 


explosives, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment (other 
than those requiring refrigeration), 
minimum 20,000 pounds, between Des 
Moines, Iowa, and the U.S. Ordnance 
Plant, near Ankeny, Iowa, serving no 
intermediate points. Vendee is author- 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
Indiana, Missouri, Ohio, Ilinois, Wiscon- 
sin, Oklahoma, Texas, Kansas, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, New Jersey, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Delaware, Maine, Massachu- 
setts, and Delaware. Application has been 
filed for temporary authority under sec- 
tion 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10011. Authority sought for 
purchase by CENTRAL & SOUTHERN 
TRUCK LINES, INC., 312 West Morris 
Street, Caseyville, Ill. 62232, of a portion 
of the operating rights of SAMUEL A. 
BRASFIELD, doing business as B & S 
ENTERPRISES, 1727 Osborne, Memphis, 
Tenn. 38127, and for acquisition by 
OLIVER ANDERSON, also of Caseyville, 
Ill., and LOYED CAVINS, 114 East 
Adams, O’Fallon, Ill., of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Applicants’ 
attorney: James N. Clay, III, 2700 
Sterick Bldg., Memphis, Tenn. 38103. 
Operating rights sought to be trans- 
ferred: Used cotton ties and bagging, as 
a common carrier, over irregular routes, 
from points in South Carolina (except 
Rock Hill, North Carolina and Georgia, 
to points in Alabama, Tennessee, Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, Arkansas, Texas and 
Missouri. Vendee is authorized to oper- 
ate as a common carrier in all points in 
the United States (except Maine, Hawaii, 
and Alaska). Application has not been 
filed for temporary authority under sec- 
tion 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10012. Authority sought 
control and merger by BONANZA 
TRUCKING COMPANY, Room 508, 
2401 East Second Avenue, Denver, Colo. 
80206, of the operating rights and prop- 
erty of COLORADO FREIGHTWAYS, 
INC., Room 508, 2401 East Second 
Avenue, Denver, Colo. 80206, and for 
acquisition by GEORGE R. CANNON, 
also of Denver, Colo., of control of such 
rights and property through the trans- 
action. Applicants’ attorney: O. Russell 
Jones, Post Office Box 2228, Santa Fe, 
N. Mex. 87501. Operating mghts sought 
to be controlled and merged: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, live- 
stock, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, and commodities requiring 
the use of tank trucks, es a common 
carrier, over irregular routes, between 
Longmont, Colo., and points within 50 
miles thereof, on the one hand, and, on 
the other points in Colorado. BONANZA 
TRUCKING COMPANY, is authorized 
to operate as a common carrier in 
Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, and Idaho. 
Application has not been filed for tem- 
porary authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10013. Authority sought 
for purchase by NORTON-RAMSEY 
MOTOR LINES, INC., Catawba Ayenue 
(Post Office Box 477), Old Fort, N.C. 
28762, of a portion of the operating 
rights of B AND P MOTOR LINES, 
INC., Main Street, Hazelwood, N.C. 
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28786, and for acquisition by CLYDE M. 
NORTON, Bethlehem Road, Old Fort, 
N.C., of control of such rights through 
the purchase. Applicants’ representa- 
tive: James N. Golding, 4 South Pack 
Square, Asheville, N.C. Operating rights 
sought to be transferred: New furni- 
ture, crated, but not uncrated, as de- 
scribed in Appendix II to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209, as a common car- 
rier, over irregular routes, from Hazel- 
wood, N.C., to points in Oklahoma and 
Texas; new furniture, from Hazelwoad, 
N.C., to points in Arizona, California, 
Nevada, and New Mexico, from points 
in Alexander, Burke, Caldwell, Ca- 
tawba, Davidson, Iredell, and McDowell 
Counties, N.C., to points in Arizona, 
California, Nevada, New Mexico, Okla- 
homa, and Texas, from points in Henry 
County, Va., to points in Arizona, 
Arkansas, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Louisiana, Minnesota, Montana, Ne- 
braska, Nevada, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South 
Dakota, Texas, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming; new pianos, from Granite 
Falls, N.C., to points in Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, Nevada, New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
and Texas, from Marion, N.C., to points 
in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, Cali- 
fornia, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, 
Kentucky (except points within the 
Louisville, Ky., and Cincinnati, Ohio, 
commercial zones as defined by the 
Commission), Louisiana, Maryland, 
Michigan (except those points on and 
south of Michigan Highway 21), Missis- 
sippi, New Jersey, New Mexico, New 
York, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia. 

New furniture, crated or uncrated, 
from Shelby, N.C., to points in Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Iowa, Kan- 
sas, Maine, Minnesota, Montana, Ne- 
braska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Ore- 
gon, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, Ver- 
mont, Washington, and Wyoming; lab- 
oratory technical, public seating and 
institutional furniture, fixtures, and 
equipment, uncrated, and materials and 
supplies incidental thereto, in cartons, 
from points in Catawba and Burke 
Counties, N.C., to points in Arizona, Cali- 
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, 
Maine, Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Hampshire, New Mexico, 
North Dakota, Oklahoma, Oregon, South 
Dakota, Texas, Utah, Vermont, Wash- 
ington, and Wyoming; and new furni- 
ture, furniture parts, office furniture, 
fiztures, and equipment, crated or un- 
crated, from Forest City, N.C., to points 
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho, 
Iowa, Kansas, Maine, Minnesota, Mon- 
tana, Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, 
New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, 
Oregon, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, Ver- 
mont, Washington, and Wyoming. Ap- 
plication has not been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). Note: 
This authority is presently being leased 
by NORTON-RAMSEY MOTOR LINES, 
INC., under MC-FC-35400. 
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No. MC-F-10014. Authority sought for 
control by LEASEWAY, INC., 3969 Con- 
gress Parkway, West Richfield, Ohio, and 
PEDLER & ASSOCIATES, INC., Route 9, 
Box 11-A, Hargrove Road, Lexington, 
N.C. 27292, of (A) F. J. EGNER & SON, 
INC., 3969 Congress Parkway, Post Office 
Box 216, West Richfield, Ohio 44286, and 
(B) GLOSSON MOTOR LINES, INC., 
Route 9, Box 11-A, Hargrove Road, Lex- 
ington, N.C. 27292. Applicants’ attorney: 
Homer S. Carpenter, 618 Perpetual Build- 
ing, Washington, D.C. 20004. Operating 
rights sought to be controlled: (A) Pe- 
troleum and petroleum products as de- 
scribed in appendix XIII to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, and numerous other specified 
commodities, as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, from, to, and between 
points in the States of Ohio, Michigan, 
Wisconsin, Iowa, West Virginia, Indiana, 
Illinois, Connecticut, Kentucky, Mary- 
land, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, New Jersey, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania, Rhode Island, and Tennessee, 
with a restriction, as more specifically 
described in Docket No. MC 119829 and 
Sub-numbers thereunder; and (B) gen- 
eral commodities, with certain specified 
exceptions, and numerous other specified 
commodities, as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, from, to, and between 
points in the States of Virginia, North 
Carolina, Maryland, New York, Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, West 
Virginia, Georgia, South Carolina, Flori- 
da, Kentucky, Tennessee, Texas, Ala- 
bama, Ohio, Massachusetts, Rhode Is- 
land, Connecticut, Oklahoma, Maine, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, Arkansas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, and the District 
of Columbia, with a restriction, as more 
specifically described in Docket No. MC 
41255 and Sub-numbers thereunder. This 
notice does not purport to be a complete 
description of all of the operating rights 
of the carriers involved. The foregoing 
summary is believed to be sufficient for 
purposes of public notice regarding the 
nature and extent of these carriers’ op- 
erating rights, without stating, in full, 
the entirety, thereof. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10015. Authority sought for 
control and merger by I & S-McDANIEL, 
INC. (formerly INDIANAPOLIS & 
SOUTHERN MOTOR EXPRESS, INC.), 
1102 Prairie Street, Vincennes, Ind. 
47591, of the operating rights and prop- 
erty of J. A. GRANT & SON, INC., Post 
Office Box 240, Rensselaer, Ind. 47978, 
and for acquisition by C. JAMES 
McCORMICK, also of Vincennes, Ind., 
of control of such rights and property 
through the transaction. Applicants’ at- 
torney: John E. Lesow, 3737 North Me- 
ridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46208. 
Operating rights sought to be controlled 
and merged: General commodities, ex- 
cepting, among others, household goods 
and commodities in bulk, as a common 
carrier, over regular routes, between Chi- 
cago, Ill., and Lafayette, Ind., serving 
all intermediate and certain off-route 
points; between Chicago, Ill., and junc- 
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tion U.S. Highways 30 and 41, between 
Chicago, Ill., and junction U.S. Highways 
30 and 30A, serving points in the Chicago, 
Tll., commercial zone, as defined by the 
Commission, as intermediate and off- 
route points, between junction U.S. High- 
ways 30 and 41, and Fowler, Ind., serving 
all intermediate and certain off-route 
points, between junction U.S. Highway 
30 and Indiana Highway 55, and Reming- 
ton, Ind., serving all intermediate points, 
and the off-route point of Kniman, Ind., 
between Wolcott, Ind., and Montmo- 
renci, Ind., serving all intermediate 
points; between junction U.S. Highway 
41 and Indiana Highway 8, and Crown 
Point, Ind., between junction U.S. 41 and 
Indiana Highway 2, and junction Indiana 
Highway 2 and Indiana Highway 53, 
serving no intermediate points, between 
junction U.S. Highway 41 and Indiana 
Highway 10, and junction Indiana High- 
way 10 and Indiana Highway 53, serving 
all intermediate points, between junction 
Indiana Highways 10 and 53, and Lafay- 
ette, Ind., serving all intermediate and 
certain off-route points, between Enos, 
Ind., and junction Indiana Highways 14 
and 43, serving all intermediate points 
and the off-route point of Newland, Ind.; 
between Wheatfield, Ind., and Lewiston, 
Ind., between Morocco, Ind., and junc- 
tion Indiana Highways 43 and 114, be- 
tween junction U.S. Highway 41 and 
Indiana Highway 16, and Monon, Ind., 
serving all intermediate points; between 
Kentland, Ind., and Lafayette, Ind., serv- 
ing all intermediate points, and the off- 
route point of Yeoman, Ind.; between 
Fowler, Ind., and junction Indiana High- 
ways 18 and 39, between junction Indiana 
Highways 43 and 225, and junction In- 
diana Highways 25 and 225, serving all 
intermediate points, between Hammond, 
Ind., and the junction of U.S. Highways 
41 and 6 and Indiana Highway 152, serv- 
ing no intermediate points; and house- 
hold goods as defined in Practices of 
Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, over irregular 
routes, between certain specified points 
in Indiana, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Illinois. I & S-McDAN- 
IEL, INC., is authorized to operate as a 
common carrier in Indiana, Ohio, Illinois, 
and Kentucky. Application has been filed 
for temporary authority under section 
210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10016. Authority sought for 
purchase by ELSWORTH LAMOTTE 
RABON, doing business as RABON 
TRANSFER, Route 2, Chadbourn, N.C. 
28431, of the operating rights of EAST- 
ERN EXPRESS LINE, INC. (INTERNAL 
REVENUE SERVICE, Successor-in- 
Interest), Dover, N.C. Applicants’ repre- 
sentative: Elsworth Lamotte Rabon, 
Route 2, Chadbourn, N.C. Operating 
rights sought to be purchased: Petro- 
leum products, as a common carrier, over 
irregular routes, from Marcus Hook, Pa., 
to certain specified points in North Caro- 
lina; cotton mill products, from St. Pauls, 
and Goldsboro, N.C., to certain specified 
points in Virginia, Pennsylvania, and 
Bellston Spa, and New York, N.Y.; hard- 
ware and roofing, from Richmond, Va., 
to Wallace, N.C., and points in North 
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Carolina within 100 miles thereof; live- 
stock, from Atlanta, Ga., and Columbia, 
S.C., to Wallace, N.C., and points within 
25 miles thereof, from Wallace, N.C., 
and points within 25 miles thereof, to 
Richmond, Va., and Baltimore, Md.; 
agricultural commodities, except tobacco, 
from certain specified points in North 
Carolina, to Washington, D.C., Jackson- 
ville, Fla., Charleston, W. Va., Norfolk 
and Richmond, Va., Fruitland and Balti- 
more, Md., Philadelphia, Pa., and New 
York, N.Y.; and flower bulbs, from Wal- 
lace, N.C., and points in North Carolina 
within 25 miles of Wallace, to certain 
specified points in New York, Philadel- 
phia, Pa., Baltimore, Md., Norfolk, Va., 
and Washington, D.C. Vendee is author- 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
North Carolina, New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, South Carolina, 
Florida, Georgia, West Virginia, Tennes- 
see, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Connecti- 
cut, Illinois, Virginia, Delaware, and the 
District of Columbia. Application has 
not been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-10017. Authority sought for 
purchase by IML FREIGHT, INC., 2175 
South 3270 West, Post Office Box 2277, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110, of the oper- 
ating rights of PEER CARTAGE COM- 
PANY, INC. (GERALD GRACE, Trustee 
in Bankruptcy), 3500 South Kedzie 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60632, and for ac- 
quisition by GATES CORPORATION, 
999 South Broadway, Denver, Colo., of 
control of such rights through the pur- 
chase. Applicants’ attorneys: Axelrod, 
Goodman and Steiner, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Operating 
rights sought to be transferred: Under 
a certificate of registration, in No. MC 
98828 Sub-1, covering the transportation 
of commodities general, as a common 
carrier, in intrastate commerce, within 
the State of Illinois. Vendee is author- 
ized to operate as a common carrier in 
Oregon, California, Colorado, Missouri, 
Illinois, Kentucky, New York, Utah, 
Pennsylvania, Ohio, New Jersey, Massa- 
chusetts, Idaho, Wyoming, Nevada, 
Washington, Kansas, Nebraska, and 
Arizona. Application has been filed for 
temporary authority under section 210a 
(b). Note: MC 33641 Sub-No. 72 is a 
matter directly related. 

No. MC-F-10018. Authority sought for 
control and merger by MOTOR 
FREIGHT EXPRESS, Arsenal Road and 
Toronita Street, York, Pa. 17405, of the 
operating rights and property of 
AKRON-CHICAGO, Inc., 1016 Triplett 
Boulevard, Akron, Ohio 44306, and for 
acquisition by MERCHANTS TERMI- 
NAL CORPORATION, 501 North Kres- 
son Street, Baltimore, Md., and, in turn 
by HOFFBERGER FOUNDATION, INC., 
900 Garrett Building, Baltimore, Md., of 
control of such rights and property 
through the transaction. Applicants’ 
attorneys: John P. McMahon, 100 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, and 
Sigmund Kallins, 900 Garrett Building, 
Baltimore, Md. 21202. Operating rights 
sought to be controlled and merged: 
General commodities, excepting, among 
others, household goods and commodi- 
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ties in bulk, as a common carrier, over 
regular routes, between Chicago, IIll., and 
Utica, N.Y., between Chicago, Ill., and 
Conneaut, Ohio, between points in Illi- 
nois, between points in Ohio, between 
points in New York, serving all inter- 
mediate and certain off-route points, 
between Mansfield, Ohio, and New 
Haven, Ohio, serving the intermediate 
points of Plymouth and Shelby, Ohio; 
over numerous alternate routes for oper- 
ating convenience. MOTOR FREIGHT 
EXPRESS, is authorized to operate as 
a common carrier in New York, Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, Mary- 
land, Virginia, Ohio, West Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia. Application has 
not been filed for temporary authority 
under section 210a(b). 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. NEIL Garson, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-885; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION 
FOR RELIEF 


JANUARY 19, 1968. 

Protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1100.40 of the general rules 
of practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed 
within 15 days from the date of publica- 
tion of this notice in the FErEpERAL 
REGISTER. 


LONG-AND-SHORT HAUL 


FSA No. 41212—Crushed stone from 
Murray, Utah. Filed by Western Trunk 
Line Committee, agent (No. A-2535), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on crushed 
stone and related articles, in carloads, 
from Murray, Utah, to points in south- 
ern territory. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi- 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 74 to Western 
Trunk Line Committee, agent, tariff ICC 
A-4620. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 
Secretary. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-886; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


NOTICE OF FILING OF MOTOR CAR- 
RIER INTRASTATE APPLICATIONS 


JANUARY 19, 1968. 

The following applications for motor 
common carrier authority to operate in 
intrastate commerce seek concurrent 
motor carrier authorization in interstate 
or foreign commerce within the limits 
of the intrastate authority sought, pur- 
suant to section 206(a) (6) of the Inter- 
state Commerce Act, as amended Octo- 
ber 15, 1962. These applications are gov- 
erned by Special Rule 1.245 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice, published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER, issue of April 11, 
1963, page 3533, which provides, among 
other things, that protests and requests 


for information concerning the time and 
place of State Commission hearings or 
other proceedings, any subsequent 
changes therein, and any other related 
matters shall be directed to the State 
Commission with which the application 
is filed and shall not be addressed to or 
filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

State Docket No. MC C-6714, Case No 
2, filed November 7, 1967. Applicant: 
CENTRAL TRANSPORT, INC., 3399 
East McNichols Road, Detroit, Mich. 
48212. Applicant's representative: Wil- 
liam F. Braeuninger, 117 West Allegan, 
Lansing, Mich. 48933. Certificate of pub- 
lic convenience and necessity sought to 
operate a freight service as follows: 
Transportation of automobile parts 
originating at the plantsite of Chase 
Manufacturing, Inc., at or near Douglas, 
Mich., as an off-route point in connection 
with authorized regular-route operations. 
Both intrastate and interstate authority 
sought. 

HEARING: February 23, 1968, 9:30 
a.m., Michigan Public Service Commis- 
sion, Lewis Cass Building, South Walnut 
Street, Lansing, Mich. Request for pro- 
cedural information, including the time 
for filing protests, concerning this appli- 
cation should be addressed to the Mich- 
igan Public Service Commission, Lewis 
Cass Building, South Walnut Street, 
Lansing, Mich., and should not be di- 
rected to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

By the Commission. 

{[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 

Secretary. 


68-887; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


|F.R. Doc. 


[Notice 531] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


JANUARY 19, 1968. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un- 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC 67 (49 
CFR Part 340), published in the Feprerau 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effec- 
tive July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the FepERAL RecIstTer publica- 
tion, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the applica- 
tion is published in the Feperat REGISTER. 
One copy of such protest must be served 
on the applicant, or its authorized rep- 
resentative, if any, and the protests must 
certify that such service has been made. 
The protests must be specific as to the 
service which such protestant can and 
will offer, and must consist of a signed 
original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec- 
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in the 
field office to which protests are to be 
transmitted. 
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Motor CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 76472 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
January 16, 1968. Applicant: MATE- 
RIAL TRUCKING, INC., 924 South 
Heald Street, Wilmington, Del. 19801. 
Applicant’s representative: Francis J. 
Ortman, Suite 770, Mills Building; 1700 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Solar salt, in bulk, from Wilmington, 
Del., to points in Chester County, Pa., 
for 150 days. Supporting shipper: Wat- 
kins Salt Co., Watkins Glen, N.Y., V. W. 
Alling, Traffic Manager. Send protests 
to: Paul J. Lowry, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu- 
reau of Operations, 206 Old Post Office 
Building, Salisbury, Md. 21801. 

No. MC 112668 (Sub-No. 48 TA), filed 
January 15, 1968. Applicant: HARVEY 
R. SHIPLEY & SONS, INC., Post Office 
Route U.S. 140, Finksburg, Md. 21048. 
Applicant's representative: Donald E. 
Freeman, Post Office Box 806, West- 
minster, Md. 21157. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Dry mized fertilizer and pesticides 
(liquid and dry), from Lebanon, Pa., to 
points in Maryland, those in Kent and 
Sussex Counties, Del., Gloucester, Hunt- 
erdon, and Mercer Counties, N.J., Acco- 
mack, Northampton, and Culpeper Coun- 
ties, Va., and Suffork, Orange, Rockland, 
Westchester, Dutchess, Putnam, Ulster, 
and Columbia Counties, N.Y., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Olin Mathie- 
son Chemical Corp., Agricultural Divi- 
sion, Post Office Box 991, Little Rock, 
Ark. Send protests to: William L. 
Hughes, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1125 Federal 
Building, Baltimore, Md. 21201. 

No. MC 121221 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
January 12, 1968. Applicant: YAMA- 
SHIRE-NAKE ENTERPRISES, INC., 
doing business as YAMKO TRUCK 
LINES, 13125 Lakeland Road, Santa Fe 
Springs, Calif. 90670. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: John P. Crawford, Suite 211, 
211 South Beverly Drive, Beverly Hills, 
Calif. 90212. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Elec- 
tric insulators and attached hardware, 
from points in Los Angeles Harbor com- 
mercial zone, Calif., as defined by the 
Commission, to points in California lo- 
cated on or near the construction site(s) 
of the Pacific Intertie D-C System, 
Sylmar-Oregon HVDC Transmission 
Lines, generally described as commenc- 
ing at San Fernando, Calif., extending 
north through the Mojave Desert to the 
California-Nevada boundary near Bodie, 
Calif., for 150 days. Supporting shipper: 
Kazuo Kato, Vice President, NGK Insu- 
lators of America, Ltd., Room 308, 606 
South Hill Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90014. Send protests to: District Super- 
visor W. J. Huetig, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Room 7708 Federal Building, 300 North 
Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90012. 
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No. MC 123379 (Sub-No. 2 TA), filed 
January 15, 1968. Applicant: DENVER 
RICHARD BRUBAKER, doing business 
as BRUBAKER TRANSFER, 103 North 
Major Street, Eureka, Ill. 61530. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Samuel G. Harrod, 
106 East Center Street, Eureka, Il. 
61530. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New dis- 
play cases and store fixtures from 
Metamora, Ill., to points in the States 
of Colorado, Connecticut, Florida, 
Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Massachu- 
setts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Tennes- 
see, Texas, West Virginia, and Wiscon- 
sin, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Metamora Woodworking Co., Metamora, 
Ill. Send protests to: Raymond E. Mauk, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, U.S. Courthouse, Federal Office 
Building, Room 1086, 219 South Dear- 
born Street, Chicago, Ill. 60604. 

No. MC 124125 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
January 16, 1968. Applicant: A. & P. 
EQUIPMENT SUPPLY CORP., Morton 
Boulevard, C.P.O. Box 147, Kingston, N.Y. 
12401. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles H. Trayford, 137 East 36th 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10016. Authority 
sought to operate as acommon carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Rock salt, in bulk, in dump 
equipment, from Kingston, N.Y., to 
points in Bergen, Passaic, Essex, Hudson, 
Union, Sussex, Morris, Somerset, Middle- 
sex, Monmouth, and Warren Counties, 
N.J.; and Fairfield, New Haven, Litch- 
field, Hartford, and Middlesex Counties, 
Conn., for 150 days. Supporting shipper: 
Morton Salt Co., 233 Broadway, New 
York, N.Y. 10007. Send protests to: 
Robert E. Lee, District Supervisor, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 518 Federal Building, Al- 
bany, N.Y. 12207. 

No. MC 126716 (Sub-No. 1 TA) (Clari- 
fication), filed November 13, 1967, pub- 
lished FEDERAL REGISTER, issues of No- 
vember 25, 1967, and January 3, 1968, 
republished as clarified this issue. Appli- 
cant: WESTON TRUCKING COMPANY, 
a corporation, doing business as WEST- 
ON TRUCKING, 1438 Hymettus Avenue, 
Encinitas, Calif. 92024. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Marvin Handler, 403 Mont- 
gomery Street, San Francisco, Calif. 
94104. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (including agricultural, hor- 
ticultural, and nursery stock, otherwise 
exempt moving in mixed shipments with 
general commodities) having a prior or 
subsequent movement by air transporta- 
tion (1) from points in San Diego Coun- 
ty, Calif., to Los Angeles (Calif.) Inter- 
national Airports (and Ontario, Calif., 
Airport as alternate when weather re- 
quires, and (2) from Los Angeles (Calif.) 
International Airports (Ontario, Calif., 
Airport as alternate when weather re- 
quires) to points in San Diego County, 
Calif. Note: The purpose of this repub- 
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lication is to clarify the commodities pro- 
posed to be transported. Applicant states 
that it intends to interline with other 
carriers at any convenient authorized 
point; for 150 days. Supporting shippers: 
United Air Lines, Inc., 5959 Avion Drive, 
Los Angeles, Calif.; Hughes Aircraft Co., 
Vacuum Products Division, Oceanside, 
Calif.; American Airlines Freight Sys- 
tem, 5908 Avion Drive, Los Angeles, 
Calif.; Trans World Airlines, Inc., 7001 
World Way, West Los Angeles, Calif.; 
Flying Tiger Line, Inc., 5720 Avion Drive, 
Los Angeles, Calif.; Vinson & Fortiner, 
Post Office Box 27, Vista, Calif.; General 
Precision, Inc., 1370 Encinitas Road, San 
Marcos, Calif. 92069; Thornton Growers, 
Post Office Box 211, Encinitas, Calif. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor, 
Wm. J. Huetig, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 300 
North Los Angeles Street, Room 17708, 
Federal Building, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90012. 

No. MC 129642 TA, filed January 15, 
1968. Applicant: KEITH D. EMHOFF, 
doing business as EMHOFF TRUCK- 
ING, Sheffield, Iowa 50475. Applicant’s 
representative: Clayton L. Wornson, 206 
Brick and Tile Building, Mason City, 
Iowa 50401. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Grain stirring machinery, from Sheffield, 
Iowa, to points in Illinois, Missouri, 
Nebraska, Minnesota, and Iowa, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Sukup Stir- 
way, Sheffield, Iowa 50475. Send protests 
to: Ellis L. Annett, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 677 Federal Building, 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 129647 TA, filed January 16, 
1968. Applicant: R. JUDD PRICKETT, 
18 School Street, Easthampton, Mass. 
Applicant’s representative: Lewis A. 
Whitney, Jr., 1 Campus Lane, East- 
hampton, Mass. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Petroleum products of all kinds, 
including bulk transportation of domes- 
tic, commercial, and industrial fuels and 
gasolines, from Glastonbury, Conn., to 
points in Hampden, Franklin, Hamp- 
shire, and Berkshire Counties, Mass., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Hampden Oil Corp., 225 Armory Street, 
Springfield, Mass. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor Joseph W. Balin, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 338 Federal Build- 
ing, Springfield, Mass. 01103. 


By the Commission. 





[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 
Secretary. 
[FP.R. Doc. 68-888; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
[Notice 77] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


JANUARY 19, 1968. 
Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
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prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 279), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe- 
cial rules of practice any interested per- 
son may file a petition seeking recon- 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com- 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis- 
position. The matters relied upon by peti- 
tioners must be specified in their peti- 
tions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-70017. By order of Janu- 
ary 17, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Robert Euclide, 
doing business as Euclide Trucking, 
Green Bay, Wis., of the operating rights 
in certificates Nos. MC-110611 and MC- 
110611 (Sub-No. 2) issued August 21, 
1956, and November 15, 1957, respectively, 
to Rodger Eklund, doing business as Ek- 
lund Trucking, Peshtigo, Wis., authoriz- 
ing the transportation, over irregular 
routes, of cement, in bags, from Green 
Bay and Manitowoc, Wis., to points in 
the Upper Peninsula of Michigan; empty 
cement bags from points in the Upper 
Peninsula of Michigan to Green Bay and 
Manitowoc, Wis.; brick from Streator, 
Tll., to points in the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan and points in Oconto, 
Marinette, Forest, and Florence Counties, 
Wis.; and tile from Streator, Ill., to 
Peshtigo, Wis. N. B. Langill, 1916 Hall 
Avenue, Marinette, Wis. 54143, attorney 
for transferor. M. E. Davis, Jr., Minahan- 
McCormick Building, Green Bay, Wis. 
54301, attorney for transferee. 

No. MC-FC-70154. By order of Janu- 
ary 17, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Voyageur Provin- 
cial, Inc., Montreal, Canada, of the op- 
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erating rights in certificate No. MC- 
126923 issued September 23, 1966, to 
Metropolitan Provincial, Inc., Montreal, 
Canada, authorizing the transportation 
of passengers and their baggage, in the 
same vehicle, between the port of entry 
on the United States-Canadian border 
at or near North Troy, Vt., and Newport, 
Vt., over Vermont Highway 105, serving 
all intermediate points. Mary E. Kelley, 
10 Tremont Street, Boston, Mass. 02108, 
Beverly S. Simms, 480 Mills Building, 
1700 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20005, attorneys for appli- 
cants. 

No. MC-FC-70155. By order of Jan- 
uary 13, 1968, the Transfer Board ap- 
proved the transfer to Voyageur 
Provincial, Inc., Montreal, Canada, of 
the operating rights in certificate No. 
MC-7257 (Sub-No. 7) issued August 27, 
1964, to Provincial Transport Co., a 
corporation, Montreal, Canada, author- 
izing the transportation of passengers 
and their baggage, in round-trip charter 
operations, beginning and ending at 
ports of entry on the United States- 
Canadian border located in Maine, New 
Hampshire, New York, and Vermont, and 
extending to points in the United States, 
except Alaska and Hawaii. Mary E. 
Kelley, 10 Tremont Street, Boston, Mass. 
02108, Beverly S. Simms, 480 Mills Build- 
ing, 1700 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005, attorneys for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC-70156. By order of January 
17, 1968, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Voyageur Provincial, Inc., 
Montreal, Canada, of the operating 
rights in certificate No. MC-342 issued 
November 28, 1956, to Quebec Central 
Transportation Co., Quebec City, Can- 
ada, authorizing the transportation of 
passengers and their baggage, and ex- 


press, newspapers, and mail, in the same 
vehicle, between Newport, Vt., and the 
United States-Canadian border at a 
point near Derby Line, Vt., over U.S. 
Highway 5, serving all intermediate 
points, and over an alternate route, 
for operating convenience only, serving 
a point of the border near Beebe Plain, 
Vt. Mary E. Kelley, 10 Tremont Street, 
Boston, Mass. 02108, Beverly S. Simms, 
480 Mills Building, 1700 Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20005, 
attorneys for applicants. 


[SEAL] H. Neri Garson, 
Secretary. 


68-889; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968 
8:47 a.m.] 


[F.R. Doc. 


[Notice 77A] 


MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 


JANUARY 19, 1968. 


Application filed for temporary au- 
thority under section 210(a)(b) in 
connection with transfer application 
under Section 212(b) and Transfer 
Rules, 49 CFR Part 179: 

No. MC-FC-70231. By application filed 
January 16, 1968, M. D. SNIDER, Post 
Office Box 299, Pampa, Tex. 79066, seeks 
temporary authority to lease the oper- 
ating rights of SMULCER TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., Post Office Box 836, 
Wichita Falls, Tex., under section 210a 
(b). The transfer to M. D. SNIDER, of 
the operating rights of SMULCER 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., is pres- 
ently pending. 


[SEAL] H. NEIL GARSON, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-890; Filed, Jan. 23, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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